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ADVERTISEMENT. 



The dmandfor a Second Edition of this work affords the 
Author an opportunity of expressing his satisfaction at the 
favourable reception it has met with. 

Some errors and defects have been removed, which were 
noticed by the Edinburgh Review : but the principal one, 
consisting of an imperfect syllogism, was corrected in the 
Errata to the First Edition, The charge of having 
quoted too freely from Sir Philip Frand^s pamphlets 
and speeches, the Author must drfend on the plea of 
necessity. They who are thoroughly acquainted with 
those productions may not require to be told, that in 
their general character they resemble, and are no way 
irferior to, the compositions of Junius. Bui others, who 
are less familiar xmth them, would very reasonably demand 
to see, not brief extracts, but the full flow of sentiment and 
style to a considerable extent, in the expectation, that if 
the Identity were not true, some proofs or suspicions to 
that effect would casually turn up. For them, therrfore, 
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^^for the fair dUcustion of the subject, ---for the ivfcrman 
tion of those who know not where to find any of Sir PhUip 
Francises earlier writings, — and for the sake of making 
the volume more worthy of being associated with the 
Letters of Junius, — this portion of it has not been abridged. 
Other alterations and additions have been made which it is 
thought will heighten the general effect, without voer- 
charging the subject. 



February ISih, 1818. 



PREFACE^ 



THOUjaH Sir P. Francis is personally un- 
known to me, no man respects him more 

■ 

than I do, or would be less willing to discuss 
this isubject if it were likely to draw him 
iiito difficulties. But at this time of day it 
M impMisible that any barm can accrue tp 
^dfe^utbor of the Letters of JtriTius. The 
i<»w^^wkb are titill alive, of those who fbh a 
^rsonai ijktet^t iti his discovery, would 
^n«w, like the good-natured Sir William 
Bmpef , look upon him as ^^ a very honest 
fisllow/' with whom, sooner dlan any other 
mail, Ikey would be glad ^^ to dni^ a boide 
of old Burgtrndy.** They would laugh at 
their ancieat feuds, as at the battles which 
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they fought at school; and the asperity 
of his language would now be regarded 
as a sort of rhetorical ornament : — 

'^ This rudeness 'is a' sauce to his good vfitf 
Which gives men stomach to digest his words 
With better appetite/' 

Nor can Sir Philip on otiher grounds 
reasonably object to have bis name men- 
tioned in conjunction with that of Junius : 
for if it were incorrectly done, he should 
father wonder at the strength of accidental 
proof, and hope that from this instance bur 
judges and jurors would leam never to re- 
gard presumptive evidaice; — ^if tnie> he 
should consider, that the Uability to be dis^ 
covered was the natural consequence of as- 
suming a fictitious character* He challenges 
the world to find him out : and being the 
9ole depository ofMi own ^ecre^^he could only 
be madfe known by . his own act; That we 
saw and believed, is not ourikult. Cao he 
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expect that men should close their eyes and 
dull their senses, so as not to discern who 
Junius is, when he stands before them in 
his proper person, and declares himself? 
^^ Ye cannot make us now less capable, less 
knowing, less eagerly pursuing the truth, 
unless ye first make yourselves, that made 
us so, less the lovers, less the founders of 
our true liberty*/^ — I will only add, that I 
cannot think it wrong to introduce Sir 
Philip FeaUcis to my countrymen, as 
Junius, so long as I feel that under that 
title he has additional claims to my gra- 
titude and admiration. 

JOHN TAYLd^. 



♦ Milton. 
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\* fF(io4falfs Junius, 3 Fob. 9m, 1819, is fAe 
edition referred to in the following pages. 



I » 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED 



CHAPTBR I. 

In readiqg the late enlarged edition of the Letters 
of Junius^ with the design of profiting from the 
stady of what has long been deemed an English 
Classic, I fonnd so decided a connection, and so 
many traces of resemblance, between Sir Philip 
FranCis and the anonymous aothor, that I was 
tempted to lay the facts before the public. I am 
now aware of many inaccuracies in that statement. 
It was too hastily put together, to justify the con- 
fidence with which it was advanced* I did not 
consider that the various minor proofs, 

^' As thick and niunberless 

'' As the gay motes that people the sunbeams," 

which were constantly present to my eyes, from 

the situation in which I had placed myself, would 

J. be of course unseen, and unsuspected, by all those 

B 
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who either gave the subject hot a momentary 
glance, or were inclined to view it under a differ- 
ent aspect. Nor were the weightier matters wor- 
thy, of themselves, to establish that conviction in 
the mmd of others with which my own was im- 
pressed, partly fi^m nnskiliiilness in the selection 
of them, and partly from the difficulty of doing 
justice to so complicated a question without too 
great prolixity. 

In one particular there was, I believe, a fun- 
damental error in my former statement : whether 
it was sufficiently important to be styled a ^* false* 
hood** I shall not stop to inquire, satisfied if under 
that mistake the charge finds honourable shelter. 
I had attributed die production of the Letters of 
Junius as well to Dr. Francis, as to his son 
Sir Philip. Of some connection between the 
latter and the writer of those Letters, I could not 
on the evidence of Junius have a doubt. The 
difficulty of supposing him to be the sole author, 
lay in the belief that he was at that time only in 
his ] 9th year, and therefore too young to have that 
knowledge of the world, and that experience in 
composition, for which the author of the Letters 
was distinguished. 

This opinion, into which I was led by an in- 
correct account of his life, naturally caused me to 
look around for a probable coadjutor ; and in the 
character of the celebrated Dr. Francis, I cer- 
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tainly found maay of those eleinenta whidi seemed 
to me mdicatiYe of Junius* As the translator of 
Demosthenes, be had apf)eared befwe the world in 
a capacity which well qualified him for accom- 
plishing the great work which had been undertaken 
by Junius, who was often styled by his contem- 
' poraries the English Demosthenes. Dr. Fa a ncis 
was an ardent admirer of liberty, though no friend 
to a republican form of government. In his notes 
to Demosthenes and Horace, he abounds with pas- 
sages written in the very spirit of Jvm va. And of 
the free use of interrogatives, which contribute so 
much to the strength and beauty of the style, and 
form so peculiar a feature in the writings of 
Junius, Dr. Francis speaks in the highest 
terms, and furnishes many fine examples*". 

But his own character may be more correctly 
gathered from one passage in his Introduction to 
Demosthenes, than from any description that can 
be given. It shews not only the sentiments but 
the ability of the writer. 

'* Our orator now appears upon the scene in a 
character weU worthy of his own great abilities ; 
indeed, of all the powers of eloquence. We behold 
faim in personal ppposition to^ perhaps, the great- 
est prince that ever sat upon a throne; yet neither 
awed by his power, imposed upon by his artifices, 
or corrupted by his gold. Animated by the love 

* Francises Demosthenes^ i. 54. 

B !2 
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of liberty^ that noblest of all human passions, he 
stands forth the gnardian and defender of his coun- 
try: an eqnal terror to the tyrant, who would 
enslave her, as to the traitors who would betray. 
Whatever sentiments that passion can inspire, 
whatever arguments good sense can dictate, what- 
ever ideas of highest sublimity his own great 
genius could conceive, the reader will find in the 
following orations, philippics, and olynthiacs. 
After such a character of them, what modest ex- 
cuse can be made for the translator ? He professes, 
and surely without suspicion of affectation, his ap- 
prehension of sinking under the attempt. Yet 
while he feels the influence of the same passions that 
animate the original, he will not wholly despair of 
the translation*.** 

It is said that Dr. Francis was a favourite 
with the king, who consulted him on many occa- 
sions. He was also the intimate friend of Garrick, 
whose endeavours to discover Junius gave him 
so much annoyance. And in addition to these 
instances of general resemblance, it must not be 
unnoticed that Dr. Francis had that connection 
with the family of the late Lord Holland, which 
accounts satisfactorily for the respect and forbear- 
ance which JuNibs observed, whenever they wei^ 
mentioned. 

As in the following pages it is not attempted 

^ Faanci8*8 Demosthenes, i. 47. 
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to prove that Dr. Francis had actually any 
share in writing the Letters of Junius, we shall 
not press the subject farther than to remark^ that 
the preceding facts are worthy of attention, for the 
influence they may be supposed to have had on 
the habits, feelings, and principles of Sir Philip* 
In removing their operation one degree, the effect 
they would have had, in the first instance, will 
be found to be little weakened ; for as it is likely 
that he would derive mv^j pectUiarities of style, 
and, modes of thinking, from the writings and in- 
struction of his father^ so the prevalence of these 
same characteristics in the Letters of Junius^ is, 
primdfacie, in favour of their beipg the composition 
of the son* 

No person, at the present day, could expect to 
find in the avowed productions of Junius any 
clue^ that would directly lead to a discovery of the 
author. Had this knowledge been attainable from 
the Letters which have hitherto appeared under 
his name^ the curiosity of the public would long 
since have received its gratification : btit, qui nescit 
dissimulare nescit vvoere, was a maxim too well un- 
derstood by the writer^ to admit of his forgetting it 
on such important occasions. The only prospect 
of obtaining light on the subject' consisted^ therer 
fore, in those Private and Miscellaneous Letters 
which have recently made their appearance. To 
these my attention was more particularly directed 
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by common curiosity, without any expectation of 
finding out the writer. In this quarter, however, 
those passages were observed, which gave rise to 
the present investigation. 

Nearly at the end of the third volume, I was 
struck with the unparalleled zeal which the writer 
displayed in the cause of two individuals belonging 
to the War*ofBce. It appeared that Mr. DY)yley, 
a clerk in that establishment, had a short time 
before been deprired of his situation, through the 
inteiference of Lord Harrington : and the writer of 
the Letter to which I allude, desires Mr. Woodfall 
to inform the public, ^ that the worthy Lord 
Barrington, not contented with liaving driven Mr. 
D'Oyley out of the War-office, had at last con- 
trived to expel Mr. Frances*." The £ditor 
states in a note, that this was the present Sir 
Philiip Francis. Surprised at the occurrence of 
diis name, and at an interference so extraordinary, 
I began to consider whether Sir Phflip might 
not have been the writer. His general character 
for politics and literature proved him to possess 
the requisite qualifications; and on reference to 
his Life in the Piablic Characters, I saw sufficient 
evidence, as I diougfat, to confirm my conjecture. 
The impression made by the facts there related, 
was strengdiened by a comparison of style. From 
these materials a statement was drawn up, entitled 
a Discovery of the Author of the Letters. 

* Junius, iii. p. 444, signature Vetekan. 
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Before it went to press^ I requested a friend 
to call on Sir Philip Francis^ and inform him, 
that if he had the slightest objection to have his 
name connected with the investigation^ he might 
rely on the total suppression of the work. I am 
satisfied this communicatibn was made in a way 
which must have convinced Sir Philip that it 
proceeded solely from a respect for his feelings, 
and that what was proposed would be per- 
formed. It was perhaps due to him that not a 
step should be taken without his permission ; nor 
could his refusal betray him into an implied ad- 
mission of the truth of the charge. A simple 
negative would leave it still undetermined^ whether 
his aversion proceeded from a dread of the disclo- 
sure, — or from a tender respect for his father*s 
memory, — or fit>m a reasonable dislike to that fr^ee 
discussion of his own character and qualifications, 
which the question of necessity required. His 
reply was liberal enough. ^^You are quite at 
liberty to print whatever you think proper, pro*- 
vided nothing scandalous be said respecting my 
private character.** 

Soon after the appearance of the pamphlet, 
the editor of the Monthly Magazine, intending to 
notice it in that work, wrote to Sir Ph i li P Fran cis, 
to ask him whether the conjecture was correct. 
The editor did not recollect the distinctioD drawn 
by that strict moralist, Dr. Johnson, between spoil* 
taneous and extorted acknowledgments ; or, pro- 
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bably, he would not have taken- the tronble to 
make this application. 

** Bos WELL. Supposing the person who wrote 
Junius were asked whether he was the author^ 
might he deny it ? 

"Johnson. I don't know what to say to this. 
If you were sure that he wrote Junius, would you, 
if he denied it, think as well of him afterwards ? 
Yet it may be urged that what a man has no right 
to ask, you may reluse to communicate ; and there 
is no other effectual mode of preserving a secret, 
and an important secret, the discovery of which 
may be very hurtful to you, but a flat denial ; for 
if you are silent, or hesitate, or eoade^ it will be 
held equivalent to a confession. But stay, Sir, 
here is another case. Supposing the author had 
told me confidentially that he had written Junius, 
and I were asked if he had, I should hold myself 
at liberty to deny it, as being under a previous pro- 
mise, express or implied, to conceal it. Now, what 
I ought to do for the author, may I not do for 
myself?*** 

Had the editor of the Monthly Magazine looked 
for an affirmative to his question, he should have 
recollected that he was not addressing one 

'^ Who would be woo'd, and not unsought be won/' 

to make the confession. Some obstacles, it might 
- have been supposed, were still in the way of such 

* Bosweir» Life of Johifson, it. 344. 
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an admission, or as soon as he was pnUicly aflirmed 
to be the anthor, Sir Philip Francis would have 
owned the fact, without waiting for the decent op- 
portunity afforded by the ingenious editor. If, on 
the other hand, a direct ccntradictwn was contem- 
plated, the reasoning of Dr. Johnson shews that 
not much faith was due to that. Of an eooMioe 
answer, it seems that no suspicion was entertained: 
the editor thought, '^ good easy man full surely,** 
that either yes or no would be the frank reply, and 
in his own opinion he obtained the latter. 

When Junius wished to disavow a letter pub- 
lished under his name, and actually written by him- 
self, he would not suffer the printer flatly to deny 
its authenticity, but he instructed him to get rid of 
it by a side wind. He desired Woodfall to ^^ re-^ 
car* the letter, but in such equivocal terms as 
would effect the purpose, without directly commit- 
ting the integrity of the writer. " Suppose you 
were to say, ^ We have some reason to suspect that 
the last letter signed Junius, in this paper, was 
not written by the real Junius, though the obser- 
vation escaped us at the time :' or, if you can hit 
off any thing yourself more plausible^ you will much 
oblige me, but without a positive assertian^J' 
Wood&ll took the hint, and deprived that letter of 
its legitimacy by the following note : ^^ We have 

* Junius, i. 199.— PriTate Letter to Woodlall. 
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some reason to suspect that the last letter si 
Junius, inserted in this paper of Thursday last, 
was not written by the real Junius, thon^ we 
imagine it to have been sent by some one of his 
waggish friaids, who has taken great pains to write 
in a manner similar to that of Junius, which ob- 
servation escaped ns at that time. The printer 
takes the liberty to hint that it will not do a second 
timeV 

Assuming, for the sake of argnm^it, that Sir 
Philip Francis was the author of the Letters, it 
would follow, that were he ^placed in the same 
dilemma in which Junius on this occasion found 
himself, his coDdoct would, in all likelihood, be 
similar to that which Ju n i u s adopted. Unwilling 
to acknowledge, yet unable to deny, he would 
doubtless seek shdter in ambiguous terms. He 
would strive to convey liiat meaning by the spirit, 
which in strictness would not follow from the 
letter of his reply. He would disdaim the thing 
hypothetically : ^^ there is much virtue in an ^r 
It would be done, we may be sure, in a plausible 
manner, but zmtkout a posUifOt assertion. 

Let it be observed, that it is only the author 
of the Letters of Junius who can be expected to 
act in this manner. No other man is bound by 
the precedent ; nor have we a right to suppose that 

* Junius^ iii. 8I9.— Note, by the Pdnter. 
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any man, but the real anthor, would hesitate to give 
a plain and oneqnivocal answer to the qnestion. 
Are you Junius ? 

It suits neither my purpose nor my inclination 
to give a false colouring to this singular afiair. 
The following extract from the Monthly Magazine 
will shew the reader the exact nature of the ques- 
tion put to Sir Philip Francis, and in what 
guarded terms he couched his reply. 

Speaking of the pamphlet which contains the 
charge, " We confess, (says the editor of the Ma« 
gazine,) we were at first startled by this hypotliesis, 
from its temerity; because, if not true, Sir Philip 
Francis would be able by a word to disprove it ; 
and it could not be supposed that so much labour 
and expense would be hazarded except on indubi- 
table grounds. To be able therefore to render 
this article as conclusive as possible, we addressed 
Sir Philip Francis on the subject, in the way 
the least likely to render the inquiry offensive; 
and in reply received the following epistle, which 
we insert at length, in justice to Sir Philip and 
the public. 

" Sir, 

" The great civility of your letter in- 
duces me to answer it, which, with reference merely 
to its subject matter, I should have declined. Whe- 
ther you will assist in giving currency to a silly, 
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malignant falsehood^ is a question for your own 
discretion. To me it is a matter of perfect in- 
difference. 

" I am, Sir, 

" Yours, &c. 

"RPbancis." 

To ihe Ediior (f The MotUhly Magazine •. 

I need not ask the reader whether this letter is 
evasive or not. He will perhaps wonder how any 
one can have been misled by it for a moment. 
Sir Richard Phillips, however, with a simplicity 
that does him honour, did not perceive the futility 
of this pretended disavowal, though he had just 
stated, properly enough, that if the hypothesis were 
"nottrue, Sir Philip Francis would be able, by 
a ward, to disprove it.*" It certainly b not so dis- 
proved, and we aire therefore authorised to con- 
clude that it could not fairly be disputed. No 
man, who had it in his power to give a simple 
negative to such a question, would have had re« 
course to an innuendo. The only surprising part of 
the transaction is, that any answer should have 
been returned by one who knew that he could not 
send abetter; but perhaps Sir Philip had no sus- 
picion that it would be printed verbatim in the 
Monthly Magazine. He must have thought the 
editor of that publication would state the denial in 

* Monthly Magazine, July, 1813. 
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his own way, and that if an impression were made 
on his mind in the first instance^ the public would 
be convinced at second hand. 

Without supposing this, we are involved in a 
difficulty of a very peculiar kind : the abundance 
of the evidence being actually in danger of stiiBing 
the charge. For it would appear, that if Sir 
Philip calculated on his own reply being given 
to the public, he could scarcely have taken a more 
eflfectual step to make the world believe that he 
was JuNJVS. His unequivocal affirmation of the 
iact would not have been so directly, convincing, 
since there exists no reason why the author, who- 
ever he be, should now make that disclosure 
which he had resolved to withhold for ever ; and 
unless some sufficient motive apparently urged 
him to a public acknowledgment, his claimmg it 
would but subject him to the imputation of un* 
founded pretensions. 

On the other hand, to deem the evasion unin- 
tentional, is not only affitmting to the understand- 
ing of Sir Philip, but at variance with every 
trait in his character. It is in the memory of many 
members of the House of Commons, how skil- 
fully he can parry attacks Uke the present, by a 
mode not very dissimilar*. Nor is it likely 



* See Debietfs Parliamentary Debates, toI. xxi. p. 113. and 
vol. xxti. p. 111. 
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that he who was styled by Mr. Borke, ^^ the Jirst 
pamphkt-mriter of the age^ and who has all his 
life been engaged in political controversy^ should 
on this occasion alone be at a loss for words in 
whidi to convey his meaning. It is well known 
that, in all he writes, his expressions are selected 
with nnusnal care, and that he has thereby acquired 
a wonderful strength and precision of style. 

But there is another test for ascertaining the 
character of this reply. It afiects to chaige the 
statement of a discovery with malignity as well 
as fakehoad. Now I am perfectly willing that 
the degree of its malignity shall be the measure 
of its falsehood. I am certainly free from that 
bad passion in every thing which concerns Sir 
Philip Francis: and from the little work to 
which he would affix the epithet, it is impossible 
to bring a ^gk proof in support of the assertion* 
In this case we are all competait judges. — If then 
there is no malignity, there is no falsehood. — But 
Sir Philip would laugh if I seriously attempted to 
refute his insinuation : he diarges me neither with 
malignity nor falsehood. The denial, as far con* 
cems himself, and the accusation, as far it concerns 
me, both hinge on a condition, ^ Whether you will 
assist in giving currency,** &c. ; which has no more 
to do with the question under discussion, than it 
has with the Pope of Rome. 

It is said by divines, that the punishment of 
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evil spirits will be aggravated by their being com- 
ipelled to pass sentence on themselves. Hie utmost 
stretch of my malignity towards Sir Philip shall 
go no farther than to put Junius in the chair, and 
record the sentence he would award on this oc- 
casion. 

" Whenever a fact is touched upon, there I fix. 
When a distinct charge is made, I look for a distinct 
and particular answer, that denies, or admitting, ex- 
plains, or in some favourable manner accounts for 
the fact charged. If instead of this I find nothing 
more than a paper^ in which the author of the 
cbai^ is called names, I am obliged, as an equit* 
able judge, to consida: the cause not as defended^ 
hut as utterly abandoned ; and the Court must eti^ 
ter an admission by his own advocate of the charge 
against him* J"' 

Sir Philip Francis^ in his own person, 
maintains the same doctrine ; '^ When nothing is 
said in support of the affirmative of any qaestion, 
that circumstance alone is sufficient to justify the ne- 
gatvoe^r 

And Junius gives us this further maxim for 
the occasion : — " not to defend^ is to relinquish §.'' 

* JnviuSf iii. 808, signature Amicus Curia. 

t Mr. Frakcis's Minute, 18th July; 1778. Vide No. 70, 
Appendix to the Sixth Report of the Secret Committee on the Car- 
natic War. 

§ Junius, ii. 178, signature Junius. 
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Before quitting this topic^ I beg to assure Sir 
Philip Francis that I am in perfect good hu- 
mour with him, notwithstancling this finesse re- 
specting fUsehood and malignity. I am not so 
testy as to say, '^ Do you bite your thumb at me. 
Sir,** because he chooses to bite his thumb. The 
respect I entertain for him would rather incline me 
to address him in these words of our great poet, * 

** Here I salute thee, and thy pardon ask. 
That now I use thee in my latter task : — " 

a task which he may rest assured I should never 
have undertaken, had he not called on me to justify 
my original statement by the charges thus indi- 
rectly brought against it. 
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CHAPTER 11. 

Ha VINO freqaent occasion, in die course of this 
ttiqniiy, to refer to the Memoir of Sir Philip 
Francis, contained in the Monthly Mirror, I shall 
make no apology for inserting it in this place. A 
▼ein of pleasantry runs through the accoont, incom* 
patible, it may be thought, with the gravity of our 
iiivestigation ; bat I shall be the last to complain of 
any addition to my reader's amnseroent. As the 
biographical sketch is attributed to a g^tleman, 
whose intimacy with Sir Philip leaves no doubt 
as to the accuracy of the facts, it is of importance 
that it should be given entite. 

'' MEMOIRS OF SIR PHILIP FRANCIS, K- B. 

'^ The origin of this gentleman is not, like that 
of some of the greatest names of antiquity, buried 
m the impenetrable obscurity of unrecorded ages.^ 
He was bom in Dublin on the 22d of October, 
1740, old style. His father, Philip Francis, 
D. D. is sufficiently known in the learned world. 
His grand&ther, John Francis, was dean of the 
cathedral of Lismore in Ireland, to which he was 
fitppointed on the 30th of July, I72S,and his great- 

c 
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grandfather^ John Francis, became dean of 
Leighlin, by patent, dated Slst of Angost, 1696, 
and appears by Ware's History of Ireland, to have 
sat in convocation in Dublin, in 1 704. This old 
gentleman is also supposed to have had a father, 
whose name and memory are unfortunately lost in 
the abyss of time. These particulars have been 
carefully collected from the herald's offices in Doc- 
tor s Commons, and in Dublin. In the former, it 
was discovered by a great antiquary, whose business 
it was to find materials for the pedigree of Sir 
Phklip, on his admission to the order of the Bath, 
that previous to the coronation of Richard II. 
Richard FVancis, who bore exactly the same arms 
as the present knight, was created a KnJght of the 
Bath, and if Sir Philip does not descend lineally 
from that person, it was entirely his own fault. 
The heralds offered to prove it by an exact genea- 
logy, provided always that Sir Philip would pay 
down two hundred pounds for such advantage. 
After maturely weighing the honour against the 
price, he is believed to have declined that liberal 
offer. His mother's name appears to have been 
Elizabeth Roe, whose father thought himself de- 
scended from the famous Sir Thomas Roe, who 
lived in the reign of James the First, and was sent 
embassador to the great Mogul, by that learned 
monarch. But here again the links are wanting^ or 
the heralds ran mute for want of encouragement 
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** Sir Philip received the first elements of his 
education under Thomas Ball^ who succeeded Dr. 
Dunkin, (names well known in Ireland) and who 
kept a school in a church in Ship-street. In the 
beginning of 1750 he came to England. In 1753 
he was placed at St. PauFs school, under the caro 
of Mr. George Thicknesse, of whose virtues and 
learning we have often heard him make honourable 
mention, and always with an efiusion of gratitude 
for the care he took of him. In 1756 Mr. Henry 
Fox, afterwards Lord Holland, gave him a little 
place in the Secretary of State's office. Mr. Pitt, 
who succeeded Mr. Fox, patronized and encouraged 
him, in consequence of the recommendation of his 
secretary, Robert Wood. Through that patronage 
he was appointed secretary to General Bligh, in 
1758, was present at the capture and demolition of 
Cherbut^, and at the attack on the rear guard of 
our army at St. Cas. From mere curiosity, and 
without arms, he was found standing in the ratiks 
when the French approached very near, and the 
firing began. In 1760, by the same recommen- 
dation, he was appointed secretary to the Earl of 
Kinnonl, embassador to Lisbon, when the present 
Queen of Portugal was married to her uncle. The 
uncle and the niece had a son, the present Prince of 
the Brazils, who married his mother's sister. Such 
is the constitution of the house of Braganza. In 
1763 he was appointed by the late Lord Mendip, 

c S 
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then Welbore EUis^ Esq. and Secretary at War^ to 
a consideralfle post in the War-office, which he re- 
signed in the beginning of 1772> in consequence of 
a difference with Viscount Barrington, by whom he 
thought himself injured. Possibly LordBarringtoii 
thought so too, or that something was due to Mr. 
Francis, as will appear hereafter. The greatest 
part of the year 1772 he spent in travelling through 
Flanders, part of Germany, the Tyrol, Italy, and 
France, with his intimate friend, the late David 
Godfrey. During his residence at Rome he went 
to Castel Gondolfo, where he was introduced to 
Pope Ganganelli, and had a curious conference 
with his holiness, of near two hours, the particulars 
of which are, it is said, preserved in a letter from 
him to the late Dr. Campbell, with whom he was 
very intimate. In about half a year after his re^ 
turn to England, Lord Harrington most honourably 
and generously recommended him to Lord North, 
by whom his name was inserted in an act of parlia* 
ment, past in June, 1 77.3, to be a member of the 
council appointed for the government of Bengal, ii| 
Conjunction with Warren Hastings^ governor-gene- 
ral ; John Clavering, commander in dbJef ; George 
Monson ; and Richard BarweU. 

^' The records of his long contest with Mr. Hast- 
ings are preserved in the books of the council, the 
reports of the committee, and in the jowmab of 
the House of Commons. 
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'^ On the dissolotion of parliament in 1784, he 
was elected for Yarmouth, in the Isle of Wight. 
On the 27th of July following, he happened to 
make use of an expression in. the House of Com- 
mons for which die late Mr. Pitt never forgave him. 
After speaking of the first i)arl of Chadiam with 
all possible honour, he unfortunately added^ *' but 
he is dead, and has left nothing in this world that 
i^esembles him.** On the 19th of April, 1787, hie 
moved the revenue chaige against Mr. Hastings, 
and carried it against Mr. Pitt, the whole strength 
of government, and the Indian interest, by a majo- 
rity of seventy-one to fifty-five. Mr. Pitt was de- 
termined to be even with him, and on the 1 1th of 
December, 17879 employed two of his dependants 
to move that his name should be omitted, when the 
managers to conduct the impeachment were ap^ 
pointed, and he himself had nothing better to say 
than ^^ that it was a question not of argument but of 
feeling.'' Mr. Francis's speech on this occasion, 
at least as it is printed, appears to us perfect in its 
composition, and unanswerable in its argument*. 
After confiiting all the personal objections made to 
him, with a noble indifference about the event of 
the question, he turns to the friends of Mr. Hast- 
ings, with an apostrophe, by which, as we have 
often heard, even Major John Scott was over- 
come. 

Parliamentarj Debates, yol. xxii. p. 97. 
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^ Thirteen years are now elapsed since I 6rst 
was connected in office with Mr. Hastings. Six of 
them were wasted in India^ in perpetual contest 
with him. Seven years ago, I left him there in 
possession of absolute power. In all that time no 
charges have been produced against me. Yet I 
think it cannot be said that I have been particu- 
larly cautious not to provoke hostility, or that there 
is no disposition any where to accuse me. Surely, 
Sir, if accusation is ever to come, it is high time it 
should appear. If now, or at any other period, I 
should be obliged to change place with Mr. Hast- 
ings ; if hereafter it should be my lot to be accused^ 
I shall assuredly never object to his being my pro- 
secutor: for, though by removing a powerful, a 
well-informed, and, in the sense of the present ar- 
gument, an inveterate accuser, I might provide for 
my safety, my honour would be lost. Let those 
gentlemen, who are trusted with the caiie of Mr. 
Hastings's honour, consider what they are doing.* 

^^ On this occasion, the managars of the im* 
peachment thought it an act of justice and grati- 
tude due to Mr. Francis to address the following 
letter to him. 

' SIR, CommUiee-room, House ^ Commons, Dec. IB, 1787. 

^ There is nothing in the orders of the house 
which prevents us from resorting to your assist- 
ance ; and we should shew very little regard to our 
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honour^ to our dntj, or to the effectual execution 
of our trusty if we omitted any means, that are left 
in our power, to obtain the most beneficial use 
of it. 

^ An exact local knowledge of the afiairs of 
Bengal is requisite in every step of our proceedings ; 
and it is necessary that our information should 
come from sources not only competent but unaus^ 
pected. We have perused, as our duty has often 
led us to do, with great attention, the records of 
the company, during the time in which you ex- 
ecuted the important office committed to you by 
parliam^at; and our good opinion of you has 
grown in exact proportion to the minuteness and 
accuracy of our researches. We have found that, 
as far as in you lay, you ftiUy answered the ends 
of your arduous allegation. An exact obedience 
to the authority placed over you by the laws of 
your country, wise and steady principles of govern- 
ment, an inflexible integrity in yourself, and a firm 
resistance to all corrupt practice in others, crowned 
by an uniform benevolent attention to the rights^ 
properties, and welfare of the natives (the grand 
leading object in your appointment), appear emi- 
nantly throughout those records. Such a conduct 
gO tried, acknoi^ledged, and recorded, demands our 
fidlest confidence. 

^ These, Sir, are the qualities, and this is the 
conduct on your part, on which we ground our 
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wishes for your aAsistance. On what we ai^ to 
groand onr right to make any demand upon yoo^ 
we are more at a loss to surest Oar sole titles^ 
we are sensible, are to be found in the public exi^ 
gencies^ and in your public spirit. Permit us, Sir^ 
to call for this further service' in the name of the 
people of India, for whom your parental care has 
been so Icmg distinguished, and in support of whose 
cause you have encountered so many difficulties, 
vexations, and dangers. 

^ We have expressed sentiments in which we 
are unanimous, and which, with pride and pleasure, 
we attest under all our signatures, intreating you to 
fiivour us as frequently as you can, with your a»P 
sistance in the committee ; and you shall have due 
notice of the days on which your advice and in- 
structions may be more particularly necessary. 

** We have the honour to be, 
** with the most pwfect respect, Sir, 
'' your most faithful and obliged humble servants, 

Edmund Burke, chainnan. Dudley Long. 

Charles James Fox. John Butgoyne. 

IL B. Sheridan. Geoiige Augustus Nortb, (lale 

Tliomas Pdham, (now Earl of Lord Guildford). 

. Chichctler). St. Andrew St. John, (now Loid 

W. Windham. St. John). 

GabertElliott,(nowLord Minto). Richaixi Fitzpatrick. 

Charles Grey, (now Earl Grey). Boger Wilbraham. 

William Adam. John Courtenay. 

John Anstruther. . James Erskine, (now Earl of 

M. A. Taylor. Rosslyn).' 

Maitland, (now Earl Lauderdale)* 
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"The character given of Mr. Francis, by 
Mr* Burke and Lord Minto, in their places in the 
House of Commons, ongfat to be here inserted. 

" Extract of Mr* Burke's speech on Mr. Fox*s 
East-India Bill, on December 1, 178S. 

^ Uncommon patience and temper supported 
Mr. Francis a while longer, under the baneful in- 
fluence of the commendation of the Court of Direc- 
tors ; his health, lioweyer, gave way at length, and 
in utter despair he returned to Europe : at his re^ 
turn, the doors of the India House were shut to this 
man, who had been the object of their constant 
admiration. He has indeed escaped with life, but 
he has forfeited all expectation of credit, conse* 
quence, party, and following. He may well say, 

* Me nemo ministro 

Fur erit, atque ide6 nulH comes exec.' 

^ This man, whose deep reach of thought, 
whose large legislative conceptions, and whose 
grand plans of policy, make the most shining part 
of our reports, from whence we have learned all 
our lessons, if we have learned any good ones ; this 
man, from whose materials those gentlemen, who 
have least acknowledged it, have yet spoken as 
from a brief; this man, driven from his employ- 
ment, discountenanced by the Directors, has had 
no other reward^ and no other distinction, but that 
inward ^ sunshine of the soul' which a good eon- 
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science can always bestow on itself. He has not 
yet had so much as a good word, hot from a per- 
son too insignificant to make any other retnm for 
the means, with which he has been ftumished, for 
perfonning his share of a dnty which is eqnally 
argent on ns all.* 

^' We mast content onrselYes with a few lines 
from the speech of Sir Grilbert E^iott, on moving 
the first charge against Sir Elijah Impey, ISth 
December, 1787. 

^ In delivering my opinion of my honoarable 
friend (Mr. Frai^ cis), I am not so madly vain as 
to think it can add 3ny thing to his honoars — ^it is 
not for him. Sir, it is to do myself honour, that I 
say here what I have often said elsewhere, that of 
all the great and considerable men whom this coun- 
try possesses, there is not one in the empire who has 
a claim so mnch beyond all question, who can shew 
a title so thoroughly authenticated, as this gentle- 
man, to the admiration, the thanks, the rei^ard, the 
love of his country, and of the world. If I am 
lusked for proof, I say, the book of his life is open 
before you ; it has been read, it has been examined 
in every line by the diligent inquisition, the search- 
ing eye, of malice and envy. Has a single blot 
been found ? Is there one page, which has not 
l>een traced by virtue and by wisdom? Virtue, 
Sir, not of the cold and neutral quality^ which is 
contented to avoid reproach by shrinking from 
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action, and is the best ally of vice ; bnt virtne fer* 
vent, fall of ardonr, of energy, of effect. Wisdom, 
Sir, not the mere flash of genins and of talents, 
thoogh these are not wanting; bnt wisdom in- 
formed, deh'berate, and profound. I know, Sir, 
the warmth imputed to, nay possessed by that cha* 
racter. It is a warmth which does bnt bnmish all 
his other virtues. His heart is warm, his judg- 
ment is cool, and the latter of these features none 
will deny, except those, who have not examined, 
or wish to disbelieve it* 

*^ Having given the evidences in favour of Mr. 
Francis, we should act partially and unfairly, 
though without a personal motive of any kind, if 
we did not state, per contra, what has been said of 
him by a person, who, aAser making a great noise in 
the world, seems now to be lost and foi^tten, and 
who certainly must have known whether what he 
said of him was true or false. In the Appendix^ 
No. XI. to the fifth Report of the select committee, 
in 1782, there is a minute of Mr. Hastings, com- 
municated to Mr. Francis, on the night of the 
14th of August, 1780, in which he says — 

* My authority for the opinions which I have 
declared concerning Mr. Francis, depends on 
facts which have passed within my own certain 
knowledge. I judge of his public conduct by my 
experience of his private, which I have found to be 
vcidrf truth and honour. This is a severe chai]ge. 
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bat temperately and deliberatdy made^ from the 
firm persuasion that I owe this justice to the pub- 
lic and to mjselff as the only redress to both for 
artifices, of which I have been a victim, and which 
threaten to involve their interests with disgrace 
and ruin. The only redress for a fraud, for 
which the law has made no provision, is the ex- 
posure of it. 

^' These inrmendoswere immediately followed by 
a challenge from Mr. Francis. They met on the 
17th of August, and he was shot through the body 
for his trouble* Whatever might be the artifices 
employed by the cold, plotting treachery of Mr. 
Francfs, to circumvent a man so artless and free 
from guile as Mr. Hastings, homo simplex et incau- 
ttis, it is plain from the event, that Mr* Hastings 
was not the victim of them. 

" Mr. Francis left Bengal in December, 1780, 
passed five months at St. Helena, and arrived in 
England in October, 1781, when nobody would 
speak to him but the King and Edmund Burke. 
It appears, by one of his speeches, that his Ma- 
jesty was very gracious to him. Since that time 
his parliamentary life has been before the public. 
Que of the principal incidents in it was the resenit*' 
ment, truly unqualified, which he expressed in the 
House of Commons, on the 1 6th July, 1 784, at the 
conduct of Lord Tharlow, thep chancellor, who 
had declared in the House of Lords, ^ ibat it 
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\i7cmld have heesn happy for this ooantry, if General 
Glavering^ Colonel Monson, and Mr. Francis, 
had been drowned in their passage to India.' His 
observations on this carious reflection were deHver- 
ed in the tme spirit of a philippic, and with a fury, 
which, considering the relative situation of the par- 
ties, astonished every body. But, what is still 
more curious, no man was ever so much courted 
by another, as Mr. Francis was afterwards by 
Lord Thurlow, who probably had taken time to 
repent of that idle speech above mentioned. Tbey 
lived much together in society, and, long before 
Lord Thurlow died, they wera very good friends. 

'* The merits of Mr. Francis's conduct in 
India, and the steady part he took in India affairs, as 
long as he had a seat in the House of Commons, 
have been generally acknowledged, but especially, 
and most emphatically of all men, by Mr. Fox. (>n 
ihe change of the ministry, in 1806, as soon as the 
death of Lord Comwailis was known, there was no 
doubt in the mind of any man, not in the secret of 
the last coalition, that Mr. Francis would be ap- 
pointed to succeed him. Mr. Fox, it is to be pre- 
sumed, had his reasons for preferring the Earl of 
Lauderdale, who in a publication, three years later 
than that event, with great candour, has declared 
that ^ he seci^tly felt ashamed of his imperfect 
knowledge of the subject he was called upon to 
discuss ; a feeling, to which he was perhaps more 
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sensibly alive, from the recollection that he had 
been selected by the partiality of one, who is no 
more, to fill the first situation in the management 
of the East India Company's afiairs.* 

On the S9th of October, 1 806, his Majesty, at 
the recommendation of Lord Ghrenville, was pleased 
to invest Mr. Francis with the expensive honour 
of the Order of the Bath*. A wiser man would 
have preferred some profit to so much honour, or 
have contrived, by the usual courses, to have united 
them ; and especially as he professes, and has pub- 
licly declared that, since 1770; he has never re- 
ceived a shilling of the public money of England, in 
any sh^e, or on any account. 

^^ This is but a slight sketch of the subject, 
and a very hasty view of the person. The public 
life of such a man, so well acquainted with the 
principal persons of his time, and intimate with 
many of them, conversant in all the transactions 
of his country, and mixed in some of them, though 
barren of events for the Gazette, would be in- 
teresting and instructive, if it were undertakea 
and executed by himself. The history of an ar- 
dent mind in perpetual action or pursuit, never 
succeeding, but never courting repose or yielding to 
despondence, could not fail to communicate a pro- 
jectile motion to other minds in parallel directions, 
and to similar objects. They would see that suc- 
cess is not necessary to happiness, much less to 
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honour, and tbat he, who contends agauiat adversity 
and persists withont hope, cannot be wholly disap- 
pointed. 

^^ Human virtue should be encouraged to believe, 
what this man's life has proved to be true, that, in 
some shape or other, though not in prosperity, 
there is a reward for perseverance in doing right. 

** The* still by folly, vice, and faction crest. 
He finds the generous labour was not lost." 

'^ The approbation of posterity would be no re- 
compense if it could not be anticipated. Hie post- 
humous praise, the statue, and the monument, are 
incentives to others, but are lost upon the dead. 
He virtually and immediately receives the tribute, 
who is sure it will be paid to his memory ; 

** Enjoys the honours destined to his name. 
And lives instanter with his future fame *•" 



Thus far proceeds the author of the Memoirs, 
evidently with good authority for all he says ; so 
that if any thing adverse to our view appears on the 
face of this record, there can be no contending with 
it. Of equal validity is what fell from Sir Philip 
in the course of a speech on India afikirs, when he 
gave a short account of ^^such particular cir- 
cumstances of his public life as bore any relation 

* Monthly Mirror, May and June, 1810. 
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to his going to India, his ccmdnct there^ and 
his condnct since his retnm to England.** As 
this account will throw additional light upon the 
information deriyed from his biographer^ it is nseftd 
to dnr present inquiry. Mr. Francis observed, 
'^ That he had been bred np in the Secretary of 
State's office, where be had the happiness to pos* 
sess the favour of the late Earl of Egremont, then 
Secretary of State. That in 1763, Mr.EUis had 
appointed him to fill a station of great trust in the 
War-office : that Lord Barrington, who succeeded 
Mr. Ellis, had recommended him to a noble Lord 
(whose absence, and more particularly the cause of 
it, he very sincerely lamented) as a fit person to be 
sent out to India as a member of the government 
of Bengal : till that recommendation, he had not 
(Mr. Francis declared) the honour of being known 
to Lord North. He had, therefore, obtained a 
seat in the council at Calcutta, not through any 
private interest or intrigue, but he was taken up 
upon recommendation, and thai the recommen- 
dation of persons of high rank, those who best 
knew his character and qualifications, and who cer- 
tainly would not have so far disgraced themselves 
as to have recommended an improper person, know- 
ing him to be such, to go out to India in a station 
of so much power and importance.* He had, ac- 
cordingly, been nominated with General Clavering 
and Colonel Monson in the bill of 1773*.* 

• PkrlUmentary Debates, voL zxii. p. 97. 
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CHAPTER ni. 

In my former publication I was led into an error 
which I must acknowledge, and I am glad to have 
this opportunity of making the correction. In the 
Memoirs of Sir Philip Francis there quoted, it 
is said that he was born in the year 1 748. By the 
preceding Life^ which is unquestionably the more 
correct, it appears that he was born in 1740. This 
fact is important. Instead of being nineteen, Sir 
Philip was twenty-seoen years old, when the first 
of the Miscellaneous Letters, being the earliest of 
the known productions of Junius, made its appear- 
ance. All the Letters, under the name of Junius, 
were written when Sir Philip was passing from 
his tzventy-ninth to his thirty-second year : — a time of 
life in which it has been often remarked, men gene- 
rally undertake the greatest designs of which they 
are capable. And surely he, who is at any time 
aUe to compose such Letters as these, is even more 
likely to produce them during such a period than at 
any other ; since the ardour of youth^ which alone 
could stimulate and carry him through such great 
exertions, is yet in full action, while the judgment 

D 
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lias received such lessons from experience, as fid' 
turaliy fortify opinion. Tb this ardoor <^ Junius 
in the cause he had espoused, the Author of the 
Essay, prefixed to the last edition, bears the fol- 
lowing testimony. " No man btlt he,, who with a 
thorough knowledge of our author's style, under- 
takes to examine all the numbers of the Public 
Advertiser for the thtce years in question, can have 
any idea of the immense fatigue and trouble he sub- 
mitted to." — '^ Instea(i of wonilering that he should 
have disappeared at the distance of about five 
years, we ought much rather to be surprised that he 
should have persevered through half this period^ 
with a spirit at once so indefatigable and invin- 
cible*.^ Yet under the conviction of this singular 
enthusiasm of Junius^ the same writer thinks it 
*^ absurd to suppose that he cbuld be much less 
than fifty ;" grounding his supposition on the foU 
lotving passage in one of this letters to Woodfall : 
*^ After a long experience of the world, 1 afiirm be- 
fore God, I never knew a rogue who was not un- 
happy,** 

'^ Now when this declaration,^ say^ the author 
of the Essay, '^ is coupled with the two facts, that 
he made it under the repeated promise and intention 
of speedily disclosing himself to his correspondent, 
and that the correspondent thus schooled, by h 

* Juvxus, i. 47< Pteliminaiy Essay. 
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moral axiom gleaned from his own Itmg experi- 
ence of the world, was at this very time something 
more than thirty years of age ; it seems absurd to 
suppose that Junius could be much less than fifty^ 
or that he afiected an age he had not actually at ' 
tained*." 

Whatever may be thought of the vanity of Ju- 
nius, in speaking of his own long experience of the 
world to a man as old as himself^ his conduct and 
language were exactly imitated by Sir Philip 
Francis, when at the age of forty-six, he ad- 
dressed the assembled members of the House of 
Commons in the foUowing stram : 

^^ I speak from long observation and experience, 
and with all the deliberation and conviction of 
^'hich my understanding is capable, when I affirm, 
that to ujiite all the powers of government in India 
in one person, would be a dangerous measure in 
one view of it, and a useless measure in ^very 
other -f*. 

The reader will doubtless think with me, that 
from the words in question no positive inference 
can be drawn with respect to the writers age; and 
that if it be allowed to extract conclusions at this 
rate, the most contradictory opinions may be sup- 
ported. 

But Junius, on another occ^ion, alludes to his 

* Junius, i. 46. PreHintnaiy Essay* 

t Mr. Francis's Speech, March 7, 178C, p. 28. 
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time of life. The passage occurs in one of his let- 
ters to Wilkes. ^' Many thanks for your obliging 
offer; but, alas! my €^e andjigurc would do but 
little credit to my partner. I acknowledge the 
relation between Cato and Portia; but, in truth, 
I see no connexion between Junius and a mi- 
nuet*." 

The general and vague idea of age and infir- 
mity which this hint conveys, is unworthy of se- 
rious consideration, because it was clearly his de- 
sire and intention that some grave senator should 
be taken for the author of those Lietters. He, 
therefore, very naturally insinuates, (but as before, 
platisibbfy and without a positvoe assertion) that his 
condition was such as to disqualify him from danc- 
ing with Miss Wilkes. A sense also of the incon- 
gruity of such an amusement with the profession 
of so stem a patriotism as he was displaying, seems 
to come across his mind^ and causes him very 
properly to observe, that he sees no connexion be- 
tween Junius and a minuet. 

But when there was no particular reason why 
Junius should affect to be thought older than he 
really was, it does not seem that his natural dis- 
popition would prompt him to decline so flattering 
an invitation. Look at his letter to JuNiA-f*; — 
there his age is much less doubtfully indicated: — 

* Junius, i. *d26. Private letter to Wilkes, 
t Junius, iii. p. 2is, signature Junius. 
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he is unwilling to be considered either so old or so 
infirm^ as to ^^ do bat little credit** to a handsome 
partner. The style of this letter is so evidently 
that of a young man^ that it was^ in my opinion^ 
the sole reason fiM: his repenting of its publication: 
it reyealed too much. At all events, the nngnard- 
ed levity with which he wrote it, and the anxiety 
with whidi he desired its recal, prove pretty 
clearly what belonged to the natural man^ and 
what to the assumed character. 

Whether a man at thirty-one may speak with 
propriety of his long eaperience of the worldy is, 
after aU, a question which every individual must 
determine for himself. Perhaps it may be said, 
that every man at that age inuigines he has had 
long experience. But though I may differ from the 
Author of die Essay, in his opinion of the pro^ 
bable age of Junius, I am perfectly ready to ac- 
quiesce in the characteristic trait that follows : viz. 
'' that he had attained an age which would allow 
him, without vanity, to boast of an ample know- 
ledge and experience of the world*." We all know 
that to gain this knowledge depends, not so much 
on the time a man has lived, as on the use he has 
made of opportunities. ^' Great men are not 
always wise, neither do the aged understand judg^ 
ment*** 

* Jv«iu<« L p. 98. Pfdiminaiy Essay. 
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Bnt here it may be asked. What grounds are 
there for supposing that Sir Philip Francis, 
above most men, had attained that early knowledge 
of the world? What proofs have we that he had 
acquired so deep a knowledge of politics in particu* 
lar, as to be qualified at the age of thirty to pro* 
duce the Letters of Junius? I would answer these 
questions by producing the evidence of Sir Philj;p 
himself. In a speech against the endeavours of 
Great Britain to compel Russia to restore Oc- 
zakow to the Turks^ he expressed himself as 
follows. — 

^' In this place. Sir, I wish I had ability to at- 
tract the attention of the House, and to fix it, if 
possible, on some considerations connected with the 
subjects in debate, and essential, in my mind, to 
the future peace and security of the kingdom. I 
have lived to see great changes in the government 
and policy of nations, in JTrance, in Holland, in 
Poland, and America. But I declare most se- 
riously, and most solemnly, that I have seen no 
revolution among nations so extraordinary as that 
which has taken place in my own time, in the tern* 
per and character of this country. The counte- 
nance that expressed, the features that distinguish^- 
ed, the character of England, are faded and effaced. 
We have now neither prejudices nor principles;' — 
nothing original, nothing of our own. When I 
first came into life, when, without experience or 
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capacity to judge, I bad opportunity to observe 
upon public transactions and national dispositions^ 
I do affirm^ tbat the prevailing principle^ the fa- 
vourite laDg;nage, not only at courts but univer- 
^ly throughout tbe kingdom^ was to reprobate 
German alliances^* and to withdraw from conti- 
nental connections of every kind. This was the 
declared system of tbe government at his Majesty's 
accession^ with an evident concurrence of the 
country. Tbe policy of tbe cabinet takes the op« 
posite direction^ and tbe people follow it. The 
very language which I now bold, which thirty 
years ago would have been received with applause 
both by court and people, at this day, for aught I 
know, may expose me to tbe fury of the populace^ 
and to have my house pulled down^ as if I had de- 
clared myself an enemy to church and king. In 
the actual temper and habits of the country, I see 
nothing like an appropriated system. We stick 
to notliing. We are not properly a nation of mer- 
chants, nor of farmers^ nor of manufacturers, nor 
of soldiers. A gentleman said yesterday, we were 
a nation of stock-jobbers. I say, we are a natioii 
of 3 per centSy and nothing else*." 

Sir Philip here speaks of the state of parties, 
when be Jirst had an importunity to observe upon 
public transactions and national dispositions, — thirty 

• Mt. FftAtfci8*s speech^ March 1, 17g«. Vide Parliamcntaiy 
Dtbates^vol dl. 



40 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

years before — that is to say, about the time of tk& 
present king's accession to the throne — ^the very time 
when the political education of Junius seems to 
have begun ; and he delivers himself with the con^ 
fidence of one, who had made excellent use of the 
opportunities he then possessed. But this, per- 
haps, in the estimation of some persons, may not 
sufficiently mark that actual course of study of the 
past, and close investigation of the present, which 
must have been united to form the character at- 
tributed to Junius. On this point also there is 
evidence of competency sufficient to satisfy the 
reader. The education of Sir PniLiFwas super- 
intended by his father, whose talents and prin- 
ciples, it has been already shewn, were somewhat 
6f the cast of those of Junius He was a man 
skilled in political controversy, deeply read in an- 
cient history, and who had miugled not a little 
with those of the great world, to whom the secret 
causes of many events, both interesting and im- 
portant, were at the time undoubtedly laid open. 
In the quality of an instructor— commtini ductus 
qffido et quodam amore cperis — mnch might be ex- 
pected from a man possessing these advantages ; 
but when that instructor was also the father, his 
advice, experience, and example, would weigh 
much heavier. It is curtons to see how these op- 
portunities were improved by the inclination of the 
son. On this head, our authority is again unex- 
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Geptioimble} for Sir Philip Francis thus de- 
scribes the care which bad been taken, in his 
earlier years, to implant in his mind the seeds of 
wisdom. 

^^ Ever since I have been concerned in the 
transaction of public aflairs, or indeed of any other, 
it has been my endemxmr and practice^ taught me 
perhaps by instruction^ and certainly confirmed by 
habit y to turn eoery thing I read, or hear^ or see, or 
observe, in the transactions of life, whether it passes 
before me, or whether Ijmd it recorded in history ^ 
some way or other to my mm account, that is, to the 
improoement of rm/ judgment, or to the direction of 
nof conductor 

To this practice Junius must have had re«- 
course, to collect that fund of information which 
he so CTidently possessed. His precision in stating 
the minute particulars of many transactions, and 
his scrupulous regard to dates, declare his in- 
formation to have been recorded while it was yet 
fresh in his memory. This is observable in his 
account of recent events. ''Mark these dates, 
my Lord, for you shall not escape me ^r He re- 
sembles Sir P. Francis also in his use of history, 
and in the way that he applies past occurrences to 
the illustration of things present, or to the predic- 
tion of the future. Examples may be gathered 

* PBirliamentaiy Debates, xxxv. p. 639. 
t Juwivs, iii. p. 191, BigQature Lucius. 
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from every page of his writings, and the principle? 
is applied in the following quotation^ which may 
be takai as a commentary on Sir Philip's de- 
claration. " Events, and characters of a similar 
nature, recnr so often within the compass of d 
few centuries, that history is in effect little more 
than a repetition. The scenes and names of the 
performers are changed, but the fable is the same. 
I was led to this observation by a passage I lately 
met with in a modem French author*." He then 
relates an anecdote of Valentinian the Third, in 
order to convey a description of the Princess 
Dowager and the King. 

Sir Philip Francis having had so strong an 
inclination, at the commencement of his career 
in life, to lay hold of every opportunity of im- 
proving himself, and in all that passed around hini, 
having been as inquisitive after motives and causes, 
as diligent in tracing their effects, — might he not 
thus lay up .such a store of practical wisdom, as at 
an early age would give him the privil^e, " with- 
out vanity, to boast of an ample knowledge and 
experience of the world f *' That the confidence 
which such an impression would give him in his 
own decisions, might prove, in one respect, a dis- 
advantage, I can readily allow. Gray hairs will 
add a sanction to the maxims of a man which is 
seldom disregarded or disputed. The knowledge 

* Junius^ iii p. 408, signature* ah Invocvvt Rb4I>br** 
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which is obtained in the coarse of a very long life, 
is, of all kinds, that to which we are most willing 
to allow authority. It wounds not onr aelf^- 
lore^ because it claims no distinction to which we 
at present make pretensions : and all men secretly 
flatter themselves, that when an equal number of 
years shall have given them this ordinary passport 
to regard, the deference they now pay will be abun- 
dantly recompensed. But when a young man lays 
claim to wisdom which his equals are not supposed 
to possess, he must expect to meet with mortification 
and opposition. Those truths, which from old age 
would be received as oracles, shall, in this instance, 
be heard with indifference or contempt. Vanity 
will be said to prompt his most profound reflec- 
tions ; since if they sprung from a careful observa- 
tion of mankind, they would convey a charge 
against others of oversight or inability. Let the 
contemporaries of Sir P. Francis say, whether 
he has not frequently been placed in this unpleasant 
predicament. In India, his penetration, and the 
freedom of his remarks, made him many enemies ; 
and in later years his tone has he&x so little altered 
— ^he had so few things to unsay, and so many 
times tras justified in appealing to his former senti- 
ments, — that the prejudice continued to ^xist long 
afiter its unworthy cause had ceased. Under this 
influence, many of his competitors have invariably 
shut their ears to his representations, till the 



44 JUNIUS IDENTIVI£D. 

measures he has recommended could no longer be 
refused adoption, and then they have carried them 
silently into effect. 

I appeal to facts, and to the writings of Sir 
Philip Francis, for a confirmation of the cha- 
racter here drawn of him ; — a character peculiarly 
calculated to support the imposing attitude of 
JaNius, and requiring some such dress as lliat of 
the venerable patriot to render its dictates suffi- 
ciently impressive. As Junius, the man and the 
mind are of a piece. It is a singular exhibition of 
the fire of youth, united with the gravity of a ma- 
tured intellect. From his gaiety and gallantry, the 
heat and indiscretion he betrayed^ it is far more 
likely he was in the prime of life, than that he was 
old, because of the severity and dignified deport- 
ment which it was obviously his interei^ to assume. 
Besides, it outrages nature less, when a young man 
adopts the character of age, than when age affects 
the licentious language of impajBsioned youth. 
Yet one of these descriptions must attach to 
Junius, for he exhibits himself in each extreme. 
The only fair conclusion seems to be this, that 
he was midway between the two characters ; that 
is, about the age of Sir P. Francis, at the time 
when the Letters first appeared. 

In one point of view it may be esteemed un- 
fortunate that they were ever written. The im- 
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probability that the author could remain concealed 
or unsuspected, were he frequendy to appear be- 
fore the public, would compel him either to shun 
writing altogether, or to continue to publish anony- 
mously ; and this necessity has, I fear, stood in the 
way of more good, than it has been the means of 
effecting, even witfe Junius cast into the scale. 
'Hiis, I am aware, is a very questionable notion. 
But might not all the great political truths main*^ 
tained by Junius have been placed in as strong a 
light, and have been equally well supported, with- 
out danger to the person of the writer ? The risk 
proceeded from his severe castigation oF men in 
power, which, though it might attract attention to 
his doctrines, did but little in support of them. They 
are founded on a better basis than the passions, or 
the good resulting to posterity, from the labours of 
Junius, will be much less than the author pre- 
dicted. He says in his dedication, ^^ When kings 
and ministers are forgotten, when the force and di^ 
rection of personal satire is no Umger understood, and 
when measures are onlv felt in their remotest con<- 
sequences, this book will, I believe, be found to 
contain principles worthy to be transmitted to pos^ 
ferity *." If this shall be the fate of the Letters, 
when they have lost the sharpness which gave them 
at first so high a relish — if, deprived of their per- 

^ Jdnius, i. p. 1» Dedication. 
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sonal satire, even Junius admits they will be per*- 
manently beneficial; — ^what is this bnt to affirm 
that> had they never possessed it^ they would 
still have done essential service to the country. 
Besides, it is not designed that every sarcasm, 
much less the censures often justly cast on men in 
power, should have been suppressed ; — much, in- 
deed, might have been done in this way without 
endangering the writer s welfare : and, independent 
of all other considerations, the grace of the fashion 
of these Letters, would have secured them respect 
and admiration. With his high qualifications, had 
every available means been employed, short of 
rendering it absolutely necessary that the writer 
should be concealed for the remainder of life, 
greater advantage, I think, might have accrued, 
both to the nation and to the man. He would not 
have been deterred from undertaking some larger 
work ;— his powers would not have been cramped 
by his bending them, for the sake of greater se- 
curity, in a direction foreign to their natural ex- 
pression; — and had his conduct been uniformly 
agreeable to the tenets he avowed, the cause in which 
he engaged would have been doubly benefited. 

I know not whether these or other reasons 
have weighed with Sir Phijlip Francis ; but it is 
with much concern I see so few publications with 
his name affixed to them. It is certain that he 
has been a very frequent anonymous writer m 
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pamphlets, newspapers^ and magazines ; bnt the 
regret is a national one^ that in no larger work, if 
we except Junius, has he left to his conntry the 
fruits of his uncommonly extensive reading, his 
profound research into the history and constitution 
of this kingdom, and long and intimate acquaint- 
ance with the leading events of his own particular 
time. 
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CHAPTER IV. 



When this subject was formerly discussed^ I stated 
ray belief thatSir P. Francis did not leave England 
until the spring of 1774. Of his proceedings from 
the time that he quitted the War-office^ until his de- 
parture for Bengal, we had no accdtint, till the pre- 
ceding biographical sketch informed us that ^^ the 
greatest part of the year 1772, he spent in traoelling 
through Flanders^"* &c. 

The first sight of this passage was not a little 
startling, when it was recollected that the Letters of 
Junius did not cease altogether until 1773. It 
seemed impossible that the writer could at any time 
have been absent from Elngland for the greater part 
of a year. His labour was so incessant that it de- 
nied him even the opportunity of quitting London^ 
except for a few days. In one respect this new in- 
formation was truly gratifying ; it brought all my 
pretensions to a test which, if it did not establish, 
must destroy their validity. The incompatibility 
of the fact with the writing of any one letter, would 
be of itself sufficient to overthrow the whole 
hypothesis. On the other hand^ if the supposition 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 49 

that all the Letters of Junius were written by Sir 
Philip was^ in every instance, reconcileable with 
the foregoing statement of his absence^ it woold 
then be a remarkable presumption in favour of the 
charge. 

When the reader examines the dates of Sir 
Philip's departure and return, and the dates of the 
Letters^ he will see that the occurrence not only 
admits of adjustment with the Letters of Junius, 
but that it daoC'taib into a vacant part of the cor- 
respondence with the minutest exactness. 

Let us first compare the whc^e time of Sir 
Philip's absence, with the dates of Junius's Let- 
ters. " The greatest part of the year 1772, he spent 
in travelling through Flanders," &c. Now the last 
Letter which Junius wrote, ia that year^ is dated 
May 1 2 ; it was sent to Woodfall two days pre- 
vious to its publication ; consequently. May 10 
is the latest period in the year 1772, at which we 
are able to find any trace of the author. It need 
not be observed how well this date allows of thq 
i^ence of the writer, during ^' the greatest part of 
the year 1772." 

But perhaps it may be imagined, that Sir 
Philip left England earlier than accords with the 
production of those Letters, which were written 
by Junius in May 1772. To ascertain what is 
due to this supposition, the reader is requested t9 
observe, that in the Miscellaneous Letters signed 
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Veteran, the removal of Sir Philip FtLAStii 
from his official gituation is announced on the SSd 
of March, 1 77^. It was after this period*, there-^ 
fore, that he went abroad ; and some time longer 
would of course be taken up, in making prepara^ 
tions for his journey ; or perhaps in visiting his 
friends in the country, particularly his father, who 
was then, in a declining state of health, at Bath. 
This supposition receives countenance from the 
fact, that Junius was silent from the time he in- 
formed us of the expulsion of Sir Philip Fran- 
cis, until the 4th of May, and on the I Sth of that 
month he says that he has " just fetumed from 
a visit in a certain part in Berkshire*." 

Whether these endeavours to account for the 
period which intervened, from the time Sir Philip 
quitted the War-office, to the date of JtJxius's last 
Letter in the year 1772, be admitted to have 
weight or not, this is at least certain, that all re* 
gular intercourse between Junius and the public 
ceased from the moment that Sir Philip lost his 
place ; and thus a sympathy is established between 
them, which renders it of less consequence whether 
the short spuce of sir weekSy which we have no 
authority for filling up, was occupied in the Way 
that has been stated. 

• The Public Advertiser of April 6, 1 772, states, that " Matthew 
Lewis, Esq. is appointed First Clerk Of the Wat-<^ce." ' 

i Junius, iiL p. 451, siguaturc Nsmbsis. 
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But if we cannot tell what oonrse Sir Philip 
took, for a few weeks after he lost his place, we 
can prove that the habits of Junius met also with 
interruption, immediately after the appearance of 
that public Letter which announced the expnlsion 
of Sir P. Francis. Whei^ever Junius was after 
that time, his own Letter to Woodfall, on May 4, 
1 77S, tells ns, that he was then unable to keep up 
the connection that had formerly subsisted between 
them. He desires the printer to regain possession 
of, and keep for a more &yourable opportunity, 
the Letter or parcel which his signal declared 
had been sent to the usual place. ^^ If pars pro 
toto be meant for me, I must beg the favour of 
you to recal it. At present it would be difficult 
for me to receive it. When the books are ready a 
Latin verse will be sufficient*.** This favourable 
opportunity did not arrive in the course of that year. 
I a)n correct therefore in assuming, that as early as 
March SS, and from thence to the end of the year 

1772, the situation of Junius had so much al* 
tered, that it was no longer convenient for him to 
maintain his accustomed correspondence. 

The next Letter of Junius is dated January 19> 

1773, which corresponds with the time of Sir 
Philip's re-appearance in this country, according 
to the following passage: " In about half a year 

t Junius, i. p. •«^4, Private Letter to Woodfall. 

£2 
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after his return to England, Lord Barrington most 
honourably and generously recommended him to 
Lord North, by whom his nanie was inserted in 
an act of Parliament, passed in Junty 1773.** Con- 
sidering the loose mention oi about half a year as 
coming pretty near th^ truth, we are here pre- 
sented, in the return of Sir Philip, with another 
strong symptom of identity; for it must be al- 
lowed, that the coincidence between the absence of 
Sir Philip, and the disappearance of Junius, is 
rendered still more remarkable by the fact, that 
the next communication of the latter took place ' 
at the time when the former had arrived in Eng- 
land. 

The extreme scope of time .occupied by the 
Letters of JuNius,.with the exception of the last 
to Woodfall, is from the S8th of April, 1767, to 
the 10th of May, 1772. During the whole of 
this period of five years, he kept up, with his prin- 
ter, a correspondence so '' frequent and full,** as to 
prove the greatest stumbling block to every con- 
jecture that has hitherto been formed of the au- 
thor. The table given in the Preliminary Essay, 
prefixed to the last edition, shews that ^^ in the 
course of 1769, the author maintained not less 
than fifry-four conmiunications with Mr. Woodfall; 
that not a single month passed without one or more 
acts of intercourse ; that some of them had not 
less than seven, and many of them not less than 
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siz^ — at times directed to events that had occurred 
only a few days antecedently ; that the two most 
distant communications were not more than three 
weeks apart ; that several of them were daily^ and 
the greater number of them not more than a week 
firom each other.** Yet however difficult, or impos- 
sible it is, to reconcile all this with the claims that 
have been made on the part of others, it exhibits 
nothing more than might have been accomplished 
by any person possessing the talents, industry, and 
opportunities^ of Sir Philip Francis. Prom the 
year 1763, he tells us himself, that beheld a "sta- 
tion of great trust in the War-office." It was a 
place requiring constant attendance, and there- 
fore peculiarly favourable to that continual corres- 
pondence with the printer, in which Junius was 
engaged. He filled this post, as it appears by 
Junius, until March 1772, which comprises the 
entire period occupied by the Letters, with the ex- 
ception of the three which were published in the 
May following, and the private note addressed to 
Woodfall in January, 1773. In the beginning of 
Jnne that year, he was appointed a member of the 
supreme council at Bepgal* ; and in the spring of 
1774 he sailed for India, from whence he did not 
return to England until 1781. 

• From Ihe Public Advertiser of Nov. 19, 1773.— On Wednesday, 
Philip Fravcis, Esq., one of the Ckmncil of Bengal, had the honour 
of being pietented to his Mi^^etiy, and watgmoioinly rao^ved.** 



54 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

From the preceding fkcts a satisfactory solo- 
tion may be obtained for two very natural queries : 
1st, Why did not Junius reply sooner, since he 
replied at all, to WoodfuU's signals far his old friend 
and correspondent ? It would now appear that he 
was abroad ; but as soon as he returned to Eng- 
land, he informed Woodfall that he had seen the 
signals, stating very truly, " Ihctoe had good reason 
for not complying with them.** — £dly, Why did 
not Junius " continue to labour in the wneyard^ as 
he hinted he would do at the suggestion of Wilkes, 
when the latter recommended, through Woodfall, 
the East India Company as a proper subject for 
attack? Nothing could be more inopportunely 
proposed, than such a subject, to a man who, in 
consequence of the new arrangements, was at that 
time nominated a member of the council for the 
government of India. 

But though Sir Philip accepted this appoint- 
ment, he^id not neglect the recommendation which 
Wilkes had given JuiJiCfe, to correct the abuses in 
the Company's affairs. His unremitting exertions, 
in India, were productive of great benefit to the 
cause of freedom and humanity. iBy means of bis 
influence ia the govemhicnt, he, ita a few years, did 
more to assist and relieve bis injured fellow crea- 
tures, than the pen of Junius could have effected, 
had his whole life, as well as talentS;, been devoted 
to that purpose. The efforts of Sir Phili? were 
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indeed attended with danger^ and positive detri- 
ment to himself; bnt this is only another proof of 
that *' high indepasdent spirit, honestly attached 
to the principles of the constitntion, and fearless in 
maintaining them^** which is mentioned by the au- 
thor of the Preliminary Essay, as one of the dis- 
tinguishing attributes of Junius. 

The last of the Letters of Junius^ dated Ja^ 
nuary 19, 1773, is as follows.—. 

'^ I haye seen the signah thrown out for your 
old friend and correspondent. Be assured that I 
bare had good reason for not complying with them. 
In the present state of things, if I were to write 
again, I must be as silly as any of the homed cat- 
tle that run mad dirough the city, or as any of 
your wise aldermen. I meant the cause and the 
public. Both are given up. I feel for the honour 
of this country, when I see that there are not ten 
men in it, who will unite and stand together upon 
any one question. But it is all alike, vile and con- 
temptible. 

" You have never flinched that I know of; 
and I shall always rejoice to hear of your pros<» 
perity. 

^^ If you have any thing to communicate (of 
moment to yourself) you may use the last address, 
and give a hint.** 

To this the editor adds the following note. 
^* Thk Letter was thus noticed in the answer ta 
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correspondents in the Pablic Adrertiser^ March 8^ 
1773. ' The letter from an old Friend and Cor- 
respondent^ dated Jan. 19^ came safe to hand^ and 
his directions are strictly followed. Quod si quis 
tiistimatj Sgc^ 

Many conjectures might be raised to explain why 
the Letter of the J 9th of January was not acknow- 
ledged till the 7th of March — ^but it is a point too tri- 
vial to justify an extended discussion. — On January 
19) Woodfall inserted the following notice, as a hint 
to his old Friend and Correspondent : '^ Iterumque, 
iterutnque, monebor — ^Tbe same words had been 
employed on January S, and prior to that, two 
other Latin phrases appear in the. Public Adver- 
tiser, no doubt for a similar purpose. Junius re- 
plied that he had seen the signals, and his Letter 
carries the date of the day oh whieh the last of 
them occurs. It is possible, however, that Wood- 
fall did not receive this letter till nearer the time 
of his reply. It may have been antedated 
purposely to answer these signals : and, accord- 
ingly, we cannot infer with certainty that Junius 
was in London, or even in England, on the day 
when it was written. But though we cannot 
positively ascertain whether it was delivered to 
Woodfall agreeably to the date, we have still less 
reason to presume it was delayed, for, in Wood- 
iairs answer, we discover one cause why the ac- 
knowledgment was not sooner made. His words 
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are, ^^ Sir, I have troubled you with the perusal of 
two letters, as that of the jMrior date accounts for 
the delay of not sending the books sooner ; and 
this acquaints you that I did not get them out of 
the book-binder*s hands till yesterday,*^ &c. : 
Here we perceive, that if Woodfall had duly re* 
ceived the Letter, he c<iuld scarcely have returned 
an earlier notice, for he could make no more apo- 
logies for not sending the books; and, indeed, 
Junius seems to have resigned all expectations of 
obtaining them ; for he omits mentioning them in 
bis Letter, and only says, ^' If you have any thing 
to communicate {of moment to yourself) you may 
use the last address, and give a hint.** — ^The three 
other signals which followed that of March 7> viz. 
March 20, Aut votuntate esse mutatd ; — March 29) 
Aut debilitate virtute ; and April 7 9 Die qtubus in 
terris, as they may possibly be intended only to 
catch the eye of Junius, and remind him of the 
pacquet which was lying at the coffee-house, are 
deemed unfit to be taken as the basis of any other 
speculation. 

On the whole, we may consider it established, 
1st, That the latest period to which Junius car- 
ried dn that regular correspondence with his prin- 
ter, which marks his constant residence in town, 

was March S3, 1772. 2dly, That the time of its 

t 

* Joyius, i. *966. 
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positive renewal^ and his consequent return, was 
January 1773. In the interval he wrote three 
public Letters^ accompanied with private notes^ 
dated the 3d^ 4th^ and ] 0th of May, 1 77S ; from 
which nothing can be inferred, with certainty, as 
to his actual situation. To compare with the 
above dates we have the undoubted facts, 1st, That 
Sir Philip Francis left the War-office on March 
23, 1772, and went abroad before Midsummer. 
Sdly, That he returned to England at the beginning 
of 1773. — The exact accordance of the first date^ 
renders the other almost equally conclusive. 
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CHAPTER V. 

One method of discovering the rank and station 
of Junius, is to see with whose names he is most 
iamiliar. The common maxim, noscUur h sociis, 
is, perhaps, as true in this respect, as in morak» 
Men with whom we daily mix, or who are almost 
constantly before our eyes, are very soon ex- 
amined too minutely to be much reverenced ; fa- 
miliar and jocose appellations begin to be applied 
to them ; and we are insensible, though nothing 
is plainer to others, how naturally, whenever we 
mention such persons, we prove our acquaintance 
with them by taking these liberties. 

A difference, however, must be made between 
the liberties that are universally taken, and those 
particular instances which are necessary for our 
present purpose. It is the fate of all greatness to 
experience something of the former — 



t€ 



Then shall our names. 



Familiar in their mouths as household words, 
Harry the Kn^, Bedford and Exeter, 
Warwick and Talbot, Salisbury and Gloucester, 
Be in tbeir flowing cups freshly remembered. 

But for our present object we want such example 



60 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

as are not die natural consequence of an absolutely 
high station, or very general notoriety : our end is 
to be gained only by finding such ludicrous titles 
employed, as are by no nreans common among the 
people. If Junius abounds with epithets of this 
description, given to men who were undistinguished 
by popular, or indeed by party ridicule^ owing to 
their unimportance in the battalion of the state, it 
must be ascribed to some peculiarity of a private 
kind ; doubtless to their immediate proximity to 
the writer, which gave them in his eyes alone an 
accidental consequence. 

The only persons to whom Junius applies 
epithets of familiarity, which by the foregoing 
rule would prove [the nearness of his connection 
with them, are Welbore Ellis, Esq. Lord Bar- 
rington, Messrs. Rigby, Whateley, Bradshaw, and 
Chamier. 

It is not intended to press the reader to any 
conclusion drawn from the first three names upon 
this list. They belonged to those who were con- 
spicuous enough, in tibeir day, to claim the notice 
of a very extensive circle.* But Whateley, and 
Bradshaw, and Chamier, were men comparatively 

* The same maybe said of Lord Shelbume ; otherwise the name 
ofMakgnda would be familiar to Sir Philip Fmahcj^ from the 
noise which that Jesuit made in Portugal at ike tme the Eng&sk Em- 
lastif UHtt there. He was burnt at the stake in the autQ dafi, at Lis- 
bon, on the 80th of September, 1761. 
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of BO little importance to the country, that to at- 
tract, in the way they did, the attention and resent'* 
ment of Junius, their condnct must have fallen 
continually under his observation. 

Mr. Whateley had been private secretary to Mr. 
George Grenville : his situation, at the time when 
Junius speaks of him, may be gathered from the 
following extracts. 

** This poor man, with the talents of an attor* 
ney, sets up for an ambassador, and with the agiRty 
of Colonel Bodens, undertakes to be a courier; 
Indeed, Tom/ you have betrayed yourself too soon. 
Mr. Grenville, your friend, your patron, your be* 
nefactor, who raised you from a depth, (compared 
to which even Bradshaafs family stands on ah 
eminence,) was hardly cold in his grave, when 
you solicited the office of go-between to Lord 
North. You could not, in my eyes, be more con- 
temptible, though you were convicted (as I dare 
say you might be,) of having constantly betrayed 
him in his life-time. Since I know your c^nploy- 
ment, be assured IshaUwatchyou attentvoefy. Every 
Journey you undertakey every message you carry, shaU 
be immediately laid before the public. The event . 
of your ingenious management will be this, — that 
Lford North, finding you cannot serve him, will 
give you nothing. From the other party, you 
have just as much detestation to expect as can be 
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united with the profoundest contempt. Tom 
fFhatelej/j take care of yourself* ! " 

Junius again speaks of him in a Letter to 
XiOrd Suffolk. ^^Had you, like poor fVkatekjf^ 
been reduced from a state of independence, to the 
humiliating necessity of soliciting your support 
from administration, our reproach would be only 
turned against those who credit^ly took advan- 
tage of such a situation, and gratified themselves 
with the purchase of an honest man's reputation ; 
and though we congratulated them on the acquisi* 
tion which they had prudently secured, we should 
amcerely pity the object of their triumph*)*.*" 

In these quotations, Whateley is not only men-* 
tioned in that familiar manner which shews the 
writer 8 acquaintance with him, but even his per- 
sonal and mental qualifications are described, — ^his 
family is alluded to — the favours he received from 
Mn Grenville, and those he hoped to merit from 
Lord North — every journey he should undertake, 
and ^very message he might carry, are all spoken 
of as circumstances inevitably coming within the 
range of the writer s knowledge. 

Comparing these indications of personal ac- 
quaintance with the opportunities lifibrded Sir P, 
Francis, we find that Mr. George Grenville was 

* Jo N lu 8, iiL p. 3 10. No ftignatare. 

f ' » ill* p. 398* wgnalure, Hbvricus. 
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one of the Secretaries of State at the time Sir 
Philip Francis held that place in the Secretary 
of Staters office^ which had been given him by Lord 
Holland ; and Mr. Whateley was then Mr. Gren- 
TilJe's private secretuy. Tliis contiguity of station 
would afibrd Sir Philip frequent opportunities of 
acquiring all that intimate and ocular knowledge 
of Mr. Whateley which is evinced by Junius. 

Mr.Bradshaw^ we are told by Junius himself, 
was ^^ origimUbf a ckrk to a contractcr for forage^ and 
ivas afterwards eaxUted to c petty past in the War* 
office^ r At the time the Letters of Junius were 
written, Bradshaw was the Duke of Grafton s pri- 
vate secretary, and Secretary to the Treasury. In 
May, 1772, he was appointed a Lord of the 
Admiralty. 

This person, who is invariably ridiculed and 
censured by Junius, is frequently addressed ' by 
the familiar name of Tomrmf Bradshaw ; we hear 
i^so of his sister ^' Miss PoUy Bradshaw, who, like 
the moon, lives upon the light of her brother's 
countenance, and robs him of no small part of his 
lustre -f-.** His portrait and character are given ua 
in the " Qream-cohured Mercury if," and the ^^ crean^ 
coloured Parasite §." When a statement is made 

• JoKius, ii. p. 99, note by Junius. 
t , ill, p. 406. 

t — # iii. p. 42** signature Vetbrah. 
i " ■'■ 9 it- p. 333, signatare, Junius. 



64 JUNIUS mENTIUBa 

of the amount of his pension^ and in what manner 
it was secured^ it is also hinted for what nnworthy 
services jt was given him. In an accnsation which 
Junius prefers against him^ for having heen con- 
earned in selling the place of Surveyor of the 
Pines in America, he tells him, ^' I have mt writ* 
ten from cotyecturcy nor can yon be ignorant that I 
have drawn my intelligence from its^r^ source, 
and not the common falsities of the day*.*" On 
Bradshaw's being appointed a Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, the particulars of his origin and career axe 
detailed to the public, with the minuteness of a 
dose and perpetual inspection *^. 

In this, as in the preceding instance, the cir- 
cumstances and connections of Sir P. Frakcis 
will be found to agree precisely with those which 
are attributable to Junius. — ^The petty clerk in 
the JVar-^affice, retained his influence there when 
Secretary to the Treasuiy. According to Junius;}:, 
he even expected to be made Secretary at War. 
But the following paragraph, taken from the Pub- 
lic Advertiser of January 10, 1772, and evidently 
written by Junius himself, throws still more light 
on the extraordinary interest possessed by Brad- 
shaw, in that department oi the public service 
where Sir Philip was employed. It proves that 

• Juvius, iti. p. 873, signature, Q. iv thb coritbr. 
t , iii, p. 449, signature, Arthur TBi.L»TRUTB. 

I ', iii. 438, signature, Vetbrah. 
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the advancement of the latter was obstrncted by 
Bradsbaw in person^ exactly at the time when 
Junius commenced his most vigorous attacks 
on him. " We are informed that Mr. D'Oyley has 
resigned his post of Under Secretary at War. The 
resignation of an office is an event so uncommon 
in these times, that it is worthy of some explana* 
tion. When the jtuato of clerks was formed by 
Mr. Jenkinson, to transact the business of this 
country under Lord Bute, Mr. D'Oyley was not 
considered as one of them ; he has never been ad* 
mitted as one, and consequently has never had 
given him pension or reversion, or any of those 
douceurs which every one of those gentry now en- 
joy. He never had the confidential communicar 
tion of the office, nor even the common official 
interest in it. The secretary's place being there- 
fore a mere clerkship of four hundred pounds a 
year, could neither in advantage nor honour be 
worth holding, to a man in the station and cir- 
cumstances of a gentleman. Till a proper person 
belonging to the junto can be spared, the cream- 
coloured cherub BradshaWy who is clerk general and 
friend at large, is to be stationed in the War-officer 
When we imagine with what feelings Sir Philip 
would regard an interloper, who prevented him 
from taking the place to which he was entitled by 
seniority, we cannot be surprised at the antipathy 
displayed towards Bradsbaw in the concluding 
Letters of Junius. 
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Bat we now come to particnlan^ by which the 
writer*s rank and station are shewn more plainly 
than even by familiar appellations : and we shall 
find that^-^after pointing ont the persons by whom 
he is sorronnded^ he at last reveals himself. 

Junius in his private correspondence with 
Woodfiedl, is enraged at Lord Barrington for hav- 
ing '' appointed a French broker his deputy, far 
no reason but his relation to Bradshctw*!* This per- 
son was Mr. Chamier, the immediate rival of Sir 
Philip in the War-office, and the person for 
whom Bradshaw was locum tenens in the vacancy 
made by D*Oyley. We first hearofhimsneeringly, 
ad ^' that xcell educated genteel young broker, Mr. 
Chamer^r This was immediately after his ap- 
pointment as private secretary to the lEoA of Sand- 
wich, who at that time was Secretary for Foreign 
Afiairs. Chamier was afterwards made chief se- 
cretary to' Lord Barrington, through the interest 
of his bn^her-tn-law Bradshaw, and the Duke of 
Grafixm;}^ : and on January 25, 1 7/2, as we learn 
from Junius, Lord Barrington made him his 
d^mty Secretary at TVar\. 

Ftom that moment Junius endeavoured^ to 
displace Chamier, by making Lord Barrington 
ashamed of his deputy. For this purpose he com- 

• JuHCV8yLp.*S47. 

t , ill. p. 306» stgnature^ Domitcav. 

X , m, p. 306, signaturey Domitiav. 

§ I , L p. S50>privale Letter to Woodfidl. 
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menced, three days afterwards^ a series of Letters 
to his lordship^ wherein his fav6urite is styled Tomf 
Shammy,— little Shammy y — a tight active tittle fel- 
law,-— a little gambling broker, — little H^addk-wdl, — 
my duckling, — little 3 per cents reducedy^-a mere 
scrip of a secretary, — an omnium of all thafs gen- 
teel,— a wonderful Girgishite *, &c. &c. lliroti^h 
four Letters, out of m'^een which he promised^ 
sarcasm, argument, and threats, all the topics that 
could dissuade, provoke, or terrify, were employed 
to remove Chamier. But all these efforts were in 
vain. The deputy retained his situation ; and the 
remonstrances of Junius, so far from producing 
the effect he intended, were injurious to those 
whom he desired to belriend, for, as he tells us 
himself, " The worthy Lord Harrington^ not con ^ 

tented with having driven Mr. D*Oyley out of the 

1/ « 

, War-office to make room for Chamier, ^' at last 
contrived to expel Mr. t^ttANCis-f-." 

At the very time these appeals were made 
against Chamier^ no person could be more obnoxi- 
ous than he was to Sir Philip Francis. They 
were personally opposed to each other; and the 
result shews that Sir Philip found himself unable 
to stand against his antagonist, who not only pos- 
sessed the qualifications necessary for advancing 
his own interest, but was backed with the influ- 

* Juxiuflyiii. p. 425, signature. Veteran. 
f , iii. p. 444, signature, Vetera v. 

f2 
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ence of his brother-in-law^ Bradshaw. To the of- 
fice of deputy Secretary at War, Sir Philip, by 
long service, mightjustly conceive himself entitled: 
bnt when D'Oyley was removed to make way for 
Chainier^ and the private secretary of Lord Bar- 
rington was his competitor for the place^ he might 
retisonably fear the consequences. To detach 
Lord Barrington from Chamier^ by alarming his 
pride, in the ridicule he cast upon his deputy ; or 
to deter him from persisting in his choice, by the 
dread of the anger of the public^ the anrnfy and the 
King* \ however out of character with all other 
persons^ was natural enough in the case of Sir 
Philip. I cannot but think therefore that the 
Letters which Junius wrote on this subject were 
the Letters of Sir Philip Fkancis. No other 
person had cause to feel so keenly — ^no other man 
had so much ground for that extreme anxiety, 
vehemence, and indignation, which Junius mani- 
fested upon this occasion. 

• JuNiDB^ ill. p. 434, ftigoature, Vbtbrav. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

The name of Lord Barrington is so often intro- 
daced in this part of the subject, that he slides into 
observation almost before his time. In the conrse 
of the Letters he obtains his fnll share of criti- 
cism and reprobation. The part he took during the 
riot in St George's Fields, the easy manner in 
which be conformed to different administrations, 
and the indelicate eagerness with which he caught 
at any place, provided it was lucrative, were traits 
in his character for which he was* highly censured 
by Junius. But these public acts are not in the 
present case under consideration. It is the private 
pique against his Lordship, taken by Junius at the 
appointment of Chamier, to which the attention 
of the reader is now solicited. 

Woodfell is privately informed, that " the ap- 
pointment of this broker gives universal disgust. 
That »«**♦***•*#** -^ would never have taken . a 

step apparently so absurd, if there were not some 
wicked design in it more than we are aware of. 
At amf rate, the broker should be run doom. This, 
at least, is due to his master.*** 

t Lord Barrington. 

* Juvius, i. p. • 850. Private letter to Woodfall. 
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He attempts accordingly to run the broker 
down ; and if wit, humonr, and invective, could 
have accomplished it, the event wonld have been 
answerable to the wishes of the writer. Nor was 
the master forgotten. I shall only make a few 
extracts from these Letters to Lord Harrington, 
giving this general idea of their contents, that all 
the attacks to which his LoitUhip had been pre- 
viously subjected, were mild in comparison with 
those which he expejienced [through the medium 
of this correspondence. 

The connection between Junius and the 
,War-office is placed beyond all doubt, by the 
subject, aim, and temper of these Letters. His 
statement of the dismissal . of Sir Jetfery Amherst 
from the government of Virgmia,— of the arrest 
and rescue of General Gansel, who was '' not upon 
duty, nor even in his regimentals," — of General 
Burgoyne's preferment, — of the difference between 
the Horse Guards and the marching regiment|3,^-7- 
of Sir William Draper's appointment to his jregi- 
nent out of his turn, with the terpis on whic^ he 
sold it:^ — of the secrqt; and incQinplpt^ promqtion 
of Colonel Luttrell, tp which " very few foriqs 
concurred exo^t pripate cqnmi^m^, — and oftt^e 
conduct of Lord Grfmby, the Commander \n 
Chief, — in all of which h^ di^^ys ^ pefu^i^ ac- 
quaintance with the details of army accounts, and 
the minor regulations of the service, — however 
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they iqay justify a -Mspicion that the writer ooca- 
pied aome post at' the Horse Gnards, were of too 
general a character to afford conviction. But in 
the Letters at the end of the third vcdame, it 
seems as if he was ahnost indifierent to discovery^ 
he so clearly betrays his permnal acquaintance with 
the proceedings of the Secretary at War. 

The first Letter on the subject of Chamier's 
appointment^ b^tns as follows: 

'' My Lord, It is nnlncky for the army that 
yon should be w thoroughly convinced as yon are, 
how extremely low . yon stand in their opinion* 
The consciousness that yon are despised and de» 
tested by every individual in it, from the drummer 
(whose discipline might be of service to you) tQ 
the general officer, makes you desperate about 
your conduct and character. You think that you 
are arrived at a state of security, and that, being 
plunged to the very heels in infamy, the dipping 
has made yon invulnerable. There i$ no other xoay 
to acccwntfor your late frantic resolution of appoint- 
ing Tom/ Shammy your deputy Secretary at War*r 

If Lord Barrington is touched by this, Junius 
sees it. 

** Iq my last Letter I only meant to be jocular. 
An Essay so replete with good humour could not 
possibly give ofience. You are no enemy to a 

* Jvntnst, ill. p. 4SS, signature Vbtbsaii. 
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jest, or at least you would be thought caHous to 
reproach. Yon profess a most stoical indiArrace 
about the opinion of the world, and above all 
things make it your baa^t that you can set the nenv« 
papers at d^iance. No man, indeed, has received 
a greater share of correction in this way, or pro*' 
fited less by it, than your Lordship. But we know 
you bettor. You have one defect less than you 
pretend to. You are not insensible of the scorn and 
hatred of the world, though you take no care to 
avoid it. When the bloody Barrington, that 
silken, fawning courtier at St. James's — that stem 
and insolent minister at the War-office, is pointed 
out to universal contempt and indignation, you 
smikf indeed^ but the last agonies of the hysteric pas^ 
iion are painted in your countenance. Your cheek 
betrays what passes within you^ and your whole frame 
is in comulsions^J^ His conversations are described, 
the scene of which is uniformly the WAR-OFFiCE-f-. 
Nor is the particular delineation of each look and 
action omitted : '' shrugs and smiles^ bows and gri- 
TnaceSy the condescension of St. Jameses and the 
pliant politeness of 'Change Alley ij:," are all pour- 
trayed with a spirit and fidelity, which prove them 
to be drawn upon th^ spot. 

Sif Phiup was at this time a chief cleik' in 

* Junius, iii. p. 43 1, signature. Veteran. 
t ■ ■ iii. p. 437, signature. Veteran. 
X — — iii. p. 442, signature. Veteran. 
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tbe War-office, and therefore had the most favonr- 
able opportunities for describing these scenes. He 
was of necessity an eye-witness of many of the 
transactions. That he possessed the inclination, 
as well as the power, to take notice of them, there 
is little doubt. He promotion of Chamier had 
stopped his own. He had a right to conceive 
himself injured, when after nine years service, he 
saw hiihself suddenly supplanted by an inexpe- 
rienced stranger. The circumstances narrated by 
Junius might have been detailed by another; but 
the language, which is that of an injured man, can 
only befit Sir Philip Francis. The identity^ 
however^ is made apparent by still ftuther proof. 
Junius not only shews that he felt the violent in- 
dignation which was so natural to Sir Philip, and 
to him alone — that he felt it for the same caus^^ 
and expressed it for the same end; — " for shame, 
my Lord Barrington, send this whiffling broker back 
to the mystery he was bred in** — but he also 
evinces an uncommon interest in favour of the 
opposite party. 

He speaks of Sir Philip, and his friend Mr. 
D^Oyley, in terms of unqualified approbation. His 
friendship is not less conspicuous than his etimity, 
nor less indicative of the writer: they are da- 
scribed as '' men who do their duty wUh credit and 
ability J** and therefore, *^ are not proper instruments 
for Lord Barrington to xoork with. He must have 
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« 

a broker from 'Change Alley for hi^ deputy, and 
aome raw, ignorant hoy for his FiRSt clerk, I 
think the public have a right to call upon Mr. 
D'Oyley and Mr. Frj^kcis to declare their reasons 
fpr quitting the War-office- Men of their un- 
blemisked characters dp not resign lucrative employ- 
ments without some soffident reasons. The con- 
duct of these gentlemen has akoqjfs been appraeed 
of; and I kmm that they stand as well in the 
esteen^ of the arrmfp as any person in their station 
ever did.** — " What signifies ability^ or integrity ^ or 
practice, or erperience in business. Lord Barrington 
feels himself uneasy while men with such qualifica- 
tions are about lum." — " ^^ain^ I wish that Mr. 
Francis and Mr. D'Oyley would give the public 
some acooupt of what is going forward at the 
War-office. I think these events so remarkable, 
that some fu^ice ought to be taken of them in the 
House of Commoner This last remark can hardly 
pass without exciting a smile, for who but the ag- 
grieoed party could have viewed this transaction in 
so magnified a light, as to deem it worthy of the 
attention of Parliament. 

Junius was not so accustomed to give praise, 
as to render an interference and a panegyric, like 
the present, a matter of no importance. The 
Editor of WoodfalFs Edition distinguishes the Let- 

* Jwiuft, iix. 446» signatiiie, Vbtbrait. 
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ter to Lord Camden as possessing '^ the pecu- 
liarity of being the only encomiastic Letter that 
ever fell from his pen tmder the signature of Ju- 
nius*, If then his commendation was so rarely 
bestowed^ what are we to think of the eulogy jast 
qnoted ? It was passed upon two persons certainly 
not very conspicuous at that time^ which renders 
the circumstance the more remarkable ; and it is 
written with a feeling in their iavour, n^ aiy 
where to be paralleled in aU the other writings ofo^t 
author. So justly^ indeed^ does it lay the writer 
open to the suspicion of being himself one of the 
persons whose cause he maintains^ that I should 
regard it as conclusively fatal to the opinion I have 
formed^ if Junius had written these Letters under 
his proper signature* This roc]c he shunned. AM 
the Letters upon Chamer^s i^pointment were under 
the name of Veteran; perhaps to insinuate that 
they proceeded from the pen of Lord George Ger- 
maine*f*. The following passage, taken from the 
first Letter of Veteran, strengthens this conjecture. 

* Junius, i. p. *49. Preliminaiy Essay. 

f This nobleman has been suspected by many persons to be th^ 
author of Javius ; but exclusive of other cogent reasons to the ooii* 
trary, he was so defective m literaif attUDmeats^ as to be even inca* 
pable of writing good English. See a Letter of his inserted in the 
Second Edition of Wood&ll's Juviua, 3 vols. See also Sir N. 
Wraxall's Character of his Lordship ; and Cumberland's Eulogy on 
Viscount Sackville, inserted in CoUins's Peerage, last edition* where 
this description is confirmed beyond all dispute. 
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** Let us suppose a case, which every man ac- 
quainted with the War-office will admit to be very 
probable. Suppose a lieutenant-general^ who per- 
haps mm/ be a peer, or a member of the House of 
Commons, does you the honour to wait upon you 
for instructions relative to his regiment*.** Yet 
without this, sufficient pains were taken in the 
composition, to disunite the idea of Junius from 
that of the author of these Letters ; and in case 
inquiry should be privately made, Woodfall was 
expressly desired to be careful not to have it known 
from whom they came-f*. Under the signature of 
ScGtuSy a name which Jukiu6 would not readily be 
suspected of adopting, Lord Barrington is again 
addressed, and the resentment of Sir P. Francis 
at being expellied, is alluded to. " You have had 
some lessons, which have made you more cautions 
than you used to be. You have reason to remem- 
ber, that modest, humble merit will not always bear 
to be insulted by an upstart in qfficeXr The " 3fe- 
moirs of Lord Barrington"* close the series, when 
Woodfall was again desired to keep the atUhor a 
secret^: that is, to prevent all these Letters from 
being ascertained to proceed from the pen of Ju- 
nius; for he knew no othet author. 



• Jdvius^ iii. 425, signature, Vbtbrak. 
t _— . i. »247^ private letter to Woodfall. 
t ' *"• 448, signature, ScoTUS. 

§ mmmmmm^ I •^SS, privatc Icttcr to WoodfalL 
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This caatioQ given to Woodfall, to conceal the 
name of the author, is very remarkable. It evinces 
a suspicion^ that under the name of Veteran the 
real writer might be guessed at. Yet this does 
not much concern him, it would seem ; for in the 
course of those Letters, he had taken no great 
pains to conceal himself. His only fear is then^ 
lest Veteran should be discovered to be Junius ; 
and not lest Veteran should be discovered to be 
Francis. Perhaps Sir Philip had no objection 
to be suspected of pleading bis own cause, though 
he might very properly apprehend the conse- 
quences of a more extensive developement. Nay 
it appears that he actually was suspected ; for Lord 
Barrington was compared with his own clerks^ by 
way of defence, in a Letter signed Naoalis ; which 
Letter was considered by Junius as the composi- 
tion of his Lordship ; and in the very next com- 
munication we are informed by Veteran, that Lord 
Barrington had expelled Mr. Francis*. 



* It will satisfy the reader^ that no false statement has been given 
of the whole of this transaction, whereon the proof of identity prin- 
dpally hinged, if we subjoin^ entire, three of the Letters on which 
oar evideiu^ is founded. 



TO LORD BARRINOTON. 
KT LORD, January 289 1773. 



tt 



" It is unlucky for the army that you should be so 
thoroughly convinced as you are how extremely low you stand in 
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The tcme and substance of these Letters are in 
themselves worth a thoosand arguments. With 



their opinion. The consciousness that you are despised and detested 
by every vidividual in it, from the drummer (who06 discipline might 
be of service to you) to the general officeri makes you desperate about 
your conduct and character. You think that you are arrived at a 
state of security, and that, being plunged to the very heels in infamy, 
the dipping has made you invulnerable. There is no other way to> 
account for your late fnaldc resolution of appointing Tony^ Shammy 
your deputy Secretary at War. Yet I am far from meaning to im-* 
peach his character as a broker. In that line he was qualified to get 
forward by his industry, birth, education, and accomplishments. I 
make no sort of doubt of his cutting a mighty pretty figure at Jona* 
than's. To this hour among bulls and bears his name is mentione4 
with respect. Every Israelite in the alley is in raptures. TFkal, our 
oidjriend, liUle Shammy f-^Ay, he was always a iighi, acthe UUUfeU 
law, and wouid wnmgiejbr an eighth at jfhehadbeen bom in Jerusalem' 
Whefd ha* thought it I Well, we may now look outjbr the rebuilding qf 
the Ten^' — ^My lord, if I remember right, you are paitial to the 
spawn of Jonathan's. Wimess the care yon took to provide for Mr. 
Ddafontaine in the militaiy department He limped a little when 
he left (he allc^* but your lordship soon set him upon his legs again. 
This last resolution however approaches to madness. Your cream- 
coloured Mercury has over-reached both you and himself; and re- 
member what I seriously tell you, this measure will, sooner or later, 
be the cause, not of your disgrace, — (that a£&iir*s settled) but of your 
ruin. What demon possessed you to place a little gambling broker 
at the head of the War-office, and in a post of so much rank and con- 
fidence, as that of deputy to the Secretary at War ?— (I speak of your 
office, not of your person.)— Do you think that his having been use- 
fiil in certain practices to Lord Sandwich, gives any great relief to his 
character, or raises him in point of rank ? My lord, the rest of the 
woiid laugh at your choice ; but we soldiers feel it as an indignity to 
the whole army^ and be assured we shall resent it acoordingly«-*Not 
that I think you pay much regard to the sensations of any thing 
under the degree of a geneial officer, and even that rank you have 
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such express proof tbat Junius, the writer of them, 
was in the highest degree exasperated at Lord Bar^ 

pablicly stigmatised in the most opprobrious terms. Yet still some 
of them, though in your wise opinion not qualified to command/ are 
entitled to respect Let us suppose a case, which every man ac- 
quainted with the War-office will admit to be very probable. Sup- 
pose a lieutenant-general, who perhape may be a peer, or a member 
of the House of Commons, does you the honour to wait upon you 
for instructions relative to his r^ment. After explaining yourself to 
him with your usual accuracy and decision, you naturally refer him 
to your deputy for the detail of the business. My dear generai, Fm 
prodigiously hurried, — But do me the favour to go to Mr. Shammy ^-^o 
to Rtiie fFaddiew^i — go to my duckling ; — go to little thte per cents 
reduced; — y<nCUJmd him a mere scrip of a secretary; an omnium qfall 
ihafs genteel ; — the actioity qfa broker ;^^he politeness qfa hakr-dresser ; 
'-the the ihe, &c, 

'* Our general officer we may presume being curious to see this 
wonderful Girgishite, the following dialogue passes between them. 

Lieut. Gen. Sir, the Secretary at War refers me to you for an 
account of what was don e 

" WaddleweU. Done, Sir !— <:iosed at three-eighths !— Looked flat 
I must own ; — ^but to-morrow, my dear Sir, I hope to see a more 
lively appearance. 

" ImuH. Oen. Sir, I speak of the non-eliective fund. 

'* WaddieweU. Fund, my dear Sir! In what fund would you wish 
to be concerned? — Speak freely — ^You may confide in your humble 
servant $ — I'm all discretion. 

'' lAeui. Gen. Sir, I really don't understand you. Lord Barring- 
ton says that my regiment may possibly be thought of for India^- 

" ffaddiewell. India, my dear Sir! — strange fluctuation: — ^from 
fourteen and an half to twenty-two, never stood a momant;— but 
ended cheerful ; — no mortal can account for it. 

" Lieut. Gen. Damn your stocks. Sir, tell me whethar the com«^ 
mission— 

" Waddlewdl. As for commission, my dear Sir, Til venture to say 
that no gentleman in the alley does business upon easier terms. I 



80 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

rington for depriving Mr. Francis of his situation^ 
let us turn to the biography of Sir Philip FbaN'** 

never take less than an eighth, except from Lord Sandwich and my 
bfother-in-lawy bat they deal largely, and you must be sensible, my 
dear Sir, that when the commission is extensive, it may be worth a 
broker*s while to content himself with a sixteenth. 

'' The general officer, at last, fatigued with such extravagance, 
quits the room in disgust, and leaves the intoxicated broker to settk 
his accounts by himself. 

'' After such a scene as this, do you think that any man of rank 
or consequence in the army will ever apply to you or your depu^ 
again ? — ^Will any officer of rank condescend to receive orders from a 
little, whiffling broker, to whom he may formerly perhaps have 
gjiven half-a-crown for negociating an hundred pound stock, or six- 
pence for a lottery ticket ? My locd, without a jest, it is indecent, it 
b odious, it is preposterous. Our gracious master, it is said, reads the 
newspapers. If he does, he shall know minutely in what manner 
you treat his faithful army. This b the first of sixteen letters ad- 
dressed to your lordship, which are ready for the press, and shall 
appear as fast as it suits the printer*8 convenience. 



" VETERAN. 



•t 



TO LORD BARRINGTON. 

'* MY LOKD, March 10, 1772. 

*' I am at a loss for words to express my acknowledg- 
ment of the signal honour you have done me. One of the principal 
purposes of these addresses, was to engage you in a regular, public 
correspondence. You very justly thought it unnecessary to sign your 
name to this last, elegant performance. Nowdis answers as well as 
Banington. We know you by your style. Tlib is not the first of 
your epbtles, that has been submitted to the criticism of the public 
While yet, like poor WaddUweU, you were young in office, your let- 
ters to General Fowke were considered at the standard of perspicui^. 
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CIS, and see whether any peculiar feeling of hos^ 
tility was entertained by him on this occasion. 

Yob are now very old in office^ and continue to write etactly as yoti 
did in joar infancy. I do not wonder that the extreme/ of your ca- 
)>acity should meet in the same point, but I shall be glad to know 
at what period you reckoned yourself in the piime and vigour of 
your official understanding. — ^Was it when you signified to the third 
regiment of guards his Majesty's gratitude and your own, for the ala- 
crity in butchering their innocent fellow-subjects in St. George*s 
Fields ?»Was it when you informed the House of Commons, that 
you and the doctor were equivalent to a commander in chief? — Or 
when you declared that there was not a man in the army fit to be 
trosted with the command of it? — Or when you established that 
wis&and humane regulation that no officer, let his age and infirm ities^ 
be ever so great, and his services ever sp distinguished, should be suf- 
fered to sell out, unless he had bought all his former commissions? 
Or in short was it when you dived into Jonathan's for a deputy, and 
plucked up Wk^tUeieell by the locks? When you answer these 
questions, I shall be ready to meet your lordship upon that ground, 
pn which you think you stand the firmest. In the mean time, give 
me leave to say a few words to NotfoKs. 

'' Yoa are pleased to observe that my three first letters are filled 
with low scurrility upon hackneyed topics collected from the news- 
paj^rt. Have a little patience, my dear lord ; I shall soon come to 
closer quarters with you. As for those dialogues, which you are 
pleased to say have neither wit or humour in them, I can only ob- 
aerfe that there are many scenes, which pass off tolerably well upon 
the stage, and yet will not bear the examination of the closet. You 
and H^addleioeil are excellent performers, fietweett a courtier and a 
broker words are the smallest part of the conversation. Shrugs and 
smiles, bows and grimacel, the condescension of St James's, and the 
pliant politeness of 'Change Alley, stand in the place of repartee, and 
fill np the scene. 

** You intimate, without dating directly to assert, that you did 
not fix that odious stigma upon the body of general officers. Have 
)ou forgot the time when you attempted the same evasion in the 

G 
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"In 1763, Sir Phi up was appointed by tbe 
kte Lord Mendip, then Welbore EUia, Esq. and 

House of Commons^ and forced GenenJ Howard to rise and say he 
was ashamed of you ? These mean, dirty, pkiful tricks are fitter for 
Jonathan*s than the War-office. 

** You hcBoe mare experience than, any ^f ywr tierkt, and your great 
abilities are acknowledged on aU sides.^^As for your experieoce, we atl 
know how much your conduct has been improved by it. 3ut pray 
who informed you of this universal acknowledgment of your abilities ? 
The sycophaots, whose company you delight in, are likely enough 
to fill yon with these flattering ideas. Bat if you were wise enough 
to consult the good opinion of the world, you would not be so eager 
to establbh the credit of your understanding. The moment you ar* 
rive at the character of a man of sense you are undone* You must 
then relinquish the only tolerable excuse that can be made for your 
conduct It is really unkind of you to distress the few friends you 
have left. 

To your lordship's seal to discover and patronise latent merit, the 
public is indebted for the services of Mr. Bradshaw. Pray, my lord, 
i\-i11 you be so good as to explain to us, of what nature were thosa 
services, which he first rendered to your lordship? Was he 
like ft messenger, or stationary like a centinel I 

— " like Maia*s son he stood 
And shook his phiinfsj'' — 



videlicet at the door of I«ady — — n*s eabiaet. His zeal in the execu* 
tion of this honourable office promoted hkn to another door, whert 
be also stands oentry, 

— " \1rg4que leVem coercet 
Aured turbank* 

Tliat lie has ably served the slate, may be collected from the. public 
acknowledgments the ministry hav6 made him. Fifteen hundred 
founds a year^ well becured to himself and his family, will acquit llie 
kin^ of any ingratitude to Mr. Bradshaw. It is by mere aceideat 
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Secretary at War to a considerable post in the 
War*office, which he resigned in the beginning of 

that Sir Edward Hawke and Sir Jef&ry Amherst^re no better pro* 
vided for. 

'' But we are indebted to your lordsbip for another discovery of 
merit equally latent with Mr. Brad8haw*8. You have a phcenix of a 
deputy, though yet he is but yoiing in bis nest* He has hardly had 
time to clear his wings from the ashes that gave him birth. Thlf 
too was your lordship*s apology for ruining General Fowke. You 
gave It in evidence, that you had been but four months in ofRce; 
and now you tell us that your deputy also is in the same unfledged 
state of noviciate ; — ^though for abilities and knowledge of the worlds 
neither Jew nor Gentile can come up to him 1 For shame, my Lord 
Harrington, send this whiffling broker back to the mystery he was 
bied in. Though an infant in the War-office, the man is too old to 
learn a new trade. At this vety moment they aite calling out for him 
at the bar of Jonathan**— Shammy I — Shammy I — Shammy ! — ^The 
house of Itraei are waiting to settle their last account with him. 
During hb absence things may take a desperate turn in the alley, and 
you never may be able to m^ke up to the man what he has lost in 
half-crowns and sixpences already. 

" VETERAN.*' 



TO THE PRINTER OF THE PUBLIC ADVERTISER. 

« SIR, March 23, 1778. 

" I desire you will inform the public that the worthy 
Lord Harrington, not contented with having driven Mr. D^Oyley out 
of the War-office, has at last contrived to expel Mr. Francis. 
His lordship will never rest till he has cleared his office of every gen« 
tleman who can either be serviceable to the public, or whose honour 
and integrity are a check upon his own dark proceedings. Men, 
who do their duty with credit and ability, are not proper instruments 
for Loid Barrington to work with. He roust have a broker from 

G 2 
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1772> in conseqneiice df a difference with Viscoioit 
Barrif^ton^ by whom he thought himself injured^ 
Possibly Lord B. thought so ioOj or that something 
was due to Mr. Francis^ as will appear hereafter.^ 

*Chaii^ Alley for his deputy, and some raw, igDorant boy for hi9 
first clerk.'"! think the public have a right to call upon Mr. D^Oyley 
and Mr' Francis to declare their reasons for quitting the War- 
office. Men of their unblemished character do not resign lucrative 
Employments without sdme sufiicient reasons. The conduct of these 
gcfntlemen has always been approved of, and I know that they stand 
as well in the esteem of the army, as any persons in their station ever 
did. What then can be the cause that the public and the army 
should be deprived of their service } There must certainly be some- 
■thing about Lord fiarrington which every honest man dreads and de- 
tests. Or is it tliat they cannot be brought to connive at his jobs and 
underhand dealings ? They have too much honour, I suppose, to do 
some certain business by commission* They have not been educated 
in the conversation of Jews and gamblers 5 — they have had no expe- 
rience at Jonathan's j — they know nothing of the stocks; and there- 
fore Lord Harrington drives thefn out of tj;ie War-office. The army 
indeed is come to a fine pass, with a gambling broker at the head of 
it I — ^Wh^t signifies ability, or integrity, or practice, or experience in 
business. Lord fiarrington feels himself uneasy while men with 
such qualifications are about him. He wants nothing in his office 
but ignorance, impudence, pertness and servility. Of these commo- 
dities he has laid in a plentiful stock, that bught to last him as long as 
he is Secretary at War. Again, I wish that Mr. Francis and Mr. 
iD'Oyley would give the public some account of what is goifig forward 
in the War-(^ce. I think these events so remarkable that some 
notice ought to be taken of them in the House of Commonsi When 
the public loses the service of two able and honest servants, it is but 
reasonable that the wretch, who drives such men out of a public office, 
^Duld be compelled to give some account of himself and his pro- 
<veedings. 

" VElTiRAN." 
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Here there is a distinct avowal of a quarrel 
liaving taken place between Lord Barrington and 
Sir Philip Francis, which, for the same cause^ 
and at. the same time, subjected his Lordship tp 
the resentment of Juni us. The displeasure of th^ 
latter was particularly called forth when the int&^ 
rests of Sir Philip were in danger: it incTca^edj 
pari passUy as the conduct of his Lordship grew 
more and more adverse to Sir Philip's views; 
and it arrived at its highest pitch in the moment 
Kvhen all his hopes were finally saprificect 

But the parallel does not end hef-e. {n the 
sam^morUh that Sir Philip was expelled, Junius 
wrote a private Letter to his printer, intiipating 
that hi^ labours were at an end, and that- he should 
thenceforth discontinue writing, unless some good 
occasion offered. 

^^ Your letters with the books are come safe to 
hand. The difficulty of corresponding arises from^ 
situation, and necessity to which we must submit. 
Be assured I will not give you more trouble than 
is unavoidable. If the vellum books are not yet 
bound, I would wait for the index. If they are, 
let me know by a line in the Public Advertiser.— 
When they are ready, they may safely be left at 
the same place as last night. 

" On your account I was alarmed at the price of 
the book. But of the sale of books I am qo judgej 
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and can only pray for your snccess. What you 
say about the profits is rery handsome. I like to 
deal with sndi men. As for myself, be assured 
that I am far above all pecuniary views, and no 
other person I think has any claim to share with 
you. Make the most of it therefore; and kt 
atl your views in life be directed to a solid^ however 
moderate ind^endence. iVitfumt it, no man can be 
tuf^y nor even honest. 

^^ If I saw any prospect of uniting the city once 
more, I would readily continue to laboipr in the 
vineyard. Whenever Mr. Wilkes can tell me 
that such an union is in prospect, he shall hear of 
me. 

'^ Quod si quis existimat me aut whtntate esse 
mutatdy aut debiUtatd virtute, aut animofracto, ve- 
hement er err at. Farewell,"* 

This Letter was certainly intended to close the 
correspondence. It is the last regular communis 
cation to Woodfall, previous to that of January I9f 
1 77 3. From the concluding sentence, '' but if any 
one thinks my inclination changed, my courage 
weakened, or my spirits broken, he greatly errs ;** — 
the writer seems desirous to defend his silence 
from unjust imputations, and to stand clear, in 
the estimation of Woodfall, of being influenced 

• JvviDS, L H53. Private Letter to Woodfall* 
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to desert the cause by unworthy motivei. Nor 
was such a vindication nnnecessary^ for Woodfall 
possessed that knowledge of which the public wer6 
deprived: he knew that Junius and Veterayi 
were the same person ; and be^ therefore, might 
justly suspect, that the fate of Junius was involved 
in that of Francis; that the loss of the oppor- 
tunities which had belonged to the latter by virtue 
of his office at the Horse Guards, had caused the 
usefulness of the former, as a political watchman, 
to be fatally diminished. To me, I confess it 
appears singular, that with this key to the dis- 
covery of the author, curiosity did not prompt 
Woodfall at some time or other, to inquire whether 
Mr. Francis was not aware of the name, and grate- 
ful for the exertions of his anonymous advocate. 
But it must be allowed, that a sense of duty might 
lay the late Mr. Woodfall under restraint; and 
that he, perhaps, felt his honour concerned hot to 
take any steps himself, or by communicating his 
suspicion, cause them to be taken by others, so 
that the secret should be at length wrung from the 
reluctant author. 

In the Letter last quoted, one passage occurs, 
which has been supposed to countenance the idea 
that Junius was a man of independent fortune. 
In his refusal to receive a share of WoodfaiFs pro- 
fits on Junius, and his recommendation of a solid, 
however moderate independence^ widiout which no 
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man can be ha^pyj nor even honest ^it is presumed^ 
in the Preliminary Essay, that he gave a proof 
" as well of his affluence as of his generosity ;" and 
that he *' reasoned from the sphere of life in which 
he was accustomed to move*.** But how could 
Junius have accepted these paltry profits, without 
giving a death blow to the high estimation in which 
he had led his correspondent to hold him, both for 
his rank and power ! 

" What ! shall one of us 
That struck the foremost man of all this world 
But for supporting robber%4 shall we now 
Contaminate our fingers with base bribes ? 
And sell the mighty space of our large honours 
For so much trash as may be grasped thus ?" 

To argue as if it had been possible^ is strangely 
at variance with the scope of an Essay, which pro- 
fesses to regard Junius as a man of more thaii 
ordinary wealth and consequence. As for the re- 
mark on that part of the sentence wherein he 
affirms that no man can be happy nor even honest 
without independence, let us hope that the Essayist 
was equally mistaken in making this the great test 
of integrity in high life. Whatever may be the na- 
ture of our temptations, in the various classes of 
society, there appears no good reason for believing 
that those of fortune are irresistible only where 

« 

• Juirius, i, »33. Prdiminary E3»y. 
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the least necessity is felt. I cannot sarrender my 
judgment to such reasoning. 

But what reflection could be more obvious, 
what advice more natural, on the part of one placed 
in the circumstances of Mr. Francis ? He saw 
himself in the power of a nobleman^ who was 
equally able and willing to make him feel its 
weight. He had at that time relinquished all his 
prospects, it would appear, rather than " connive,** 
as Junius himself says, ^^at the jobs and underhand 
dealings of his superiors*." And there wants no 
further reason to account for the pensive tenor of 
this private Letter^ than the writer s presentiment 
of his approaching fate. 

From this time^ with the exception of that Let- 
ter to the Printer, in which the expulsion of Sir 
Philip is announced, Junius was totally silent 
for two complete months. It was a long pause for 
a man who had been in the habit of writing four 
[^ Or five private and almost as many public Letters, 

every month, for the space of five years. When he 
again took up his pen, it was but for a moment. 
On May the 3d, the 4th, and the 1 Oth, he wrote 
three notes to Woodfall : and three public Letters 
were printed, dated the 4th, the 8th, and the 1 2th 
of May ; the first of which notices the quarrel at 
the War-office ; the second contains an account of 

* JtHZus^ iii. p. 445, signature, Vbtbran. 
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Bradshaw's life; and the thirds the Memoirs of 
Lord Barrington.* After this last period^ Junius 
gave np all correspondeace^ poblic as well as pri- 
vate^ until January 19, \77S, when he sent Mr, 
Woodfall that final note^ which has been already 
mentioned. 



* From May, 1772, the Pablic AdTertiaer contains no more 
attacks on Whaieteyt Bradshaw, or Cktamer-, and even Leird Brniing* 
im is yeiy seldom mentioned. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

If we conld suppose that the interests of Sir P, 
Francis were not identified with those of Jv^ 
Nius, what motive can be found for the sudden 
.and lasting silence of the latter ? Admitting that 
he was a friend^ angry at his protegSs dismissal 
from the War-office^ is that a reason why he 
should for ever give up the ^^ cause of the public f 
Or if he was that staunch friend, that second seli^ 
is not Sir Philip aware of this kindness, and 
could he not disclose the name of his bene&ctor? 
But perhaps Budi a disclosure would be a breach 
of honour ! He admits then that he was a party 
in the affiur — that the Letters were written with 
his privity — in short, that he knows who Junius 
is, or was, though he cannot divulge the secret — i 
ab anhno tuo guicquid agitur^ id agitur a te. — Such 
an admission is all we can expect from Sir Philip 
Fr A NCis. But what says Junius? " The personal 
interests f the personal resentments, betray the author 
as plainhf as if your name were in the title page^r 
With this additional voucher, therefore, for the 
truth of our conjecture^ let us proceed in the in- 
vestigation. 

• Lctfcr, July 29, 1769^ 
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The circQmstances in which Sir Philip was 
placed^ by being distnissed the War-office, saffici- 
endy explain why Junius left off writing. As 
Mr. Fii A Ncis, be bad two poweriul reasons to for- 
bear. His personal interest in the question was 
entirely at an end — and the source from which he 
acquired his information was no longer open to 
him. Yet when I allude to bia personal interest, I 
mean not to affirm of such a man as Junius, that 
he had throughout no higher views than the de- 
struction of a war-secretary and his deputy. His 
leading object was of worthier origin. He honestly 
endeavoured to serve his country, and if in the 
judgment he had formed^ the administration of 
Mr. George Grenville, or at a subsequent period 
that of Lord Chatham, was more likely to prove 
beneficial to the nation than that of the Duke of 
Grafton, (and who can doubt it?) he forfeits 
not a particle of his honesty, by attempting to 
bring in the one party at the expence of the 
other. That there was with this an under plot — > 
that he might 

'' Have found the private in the public good/' 

is a position I can no more disbelieve, than I can 
doubt the existence of the Letters. 

In his first private Letter to Wilkes, Junius 
acknowledges these personal views. ^^ Though I 
do not," says he, " disclaim the idea of some per^ 
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inmal viem to future honour and advantage, (yon 
would not believe me if I did) yet I can truly af- 
6rm» that neither are they little in themselves, nor 
can they by any pombk conjecture be collected from 
my xvritings^J* This last assertion was perfectly 
true at the time it was made ; and it still remains 
uncontradicted by any thing that has appeared 
under the name of Junius. But of course the 
writer could not deny, because it was impossible 
he could foresee, that at a subsequent opportunity^ 
and under another signature, a conjecture would be 
formed from his writings, of the nature of these 
views. 

Again,.in vindication of himself from the charge 
of being bought off by the ministry, he says — 
" It is true, I have refused offers which a more pru-- 
dent, or a more interested man would have accepted. 
Whether it be simplicity or virtue in me, I can 
only affirm that J am in earnest ; because I am 
convinced, as far as my understanding is capable 
^f j*^dging> ^hat the present ministry are driving this 
country to destruction^r This was written in 
April, 1 769* At the meeting of Parliament in the 
January following, a great struggle was made to 
effect a change of ministers. On this occasion it is 
evident how much he y/^ personally interested. A 



♦ Junius, i. p. •264. Private letter to Wilkes. 

♦ ■ iii. JK 202, signature Juki us. 
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fortnight before the opening he wrote to Wofodfall^ 
^ I doubt much whethet I shall ever have the 
pleasure of knowing yon ; but if things take the 
turn I expect f yon shall know me by my tvorks*/* 

On the Sdth of January the resignation of the 
Dnke of Grafton took place^ and Lard North was 
made prime minister: but this was not the turn 
that Junius expected. He again persecutes the 
administration with as much vigour as before^ 
though in consequence of the changes that had oc- 
curred^ it appears he had greater fears than ever 
for his own safety. Yet once more his spirits re- 
vive^ and he conceives it possible that his wishes 
may be accomplished. On March 17^ after desir^ 
ing Woodfall to do whatever he thinks best, to 
give publicity to the Letter he should send on the 
following day, he adds, " now is the cRisis-f*.* 
The Letter he alludes to, was written in vindica- 
tion of the Remonstrance of the city of London, 
and was designed to encourage the intended Re- 
monstrance of the city of Westminster. When 
this Letter was sent to Woodfall, the writer^s 
hopes were at the highest point of elevation. He 
had heard that Lord Chatham meant to support 
the Remonstrance, and under that impression 
Iiaviog at once laid aside his wonted caution, and 
all the prejudices he had entertained against that 

♦ Juvivs, i. •207. Private Letter to Woodfall. 
f i. •«10. Private Letter to Woodfall. 
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liobleiiiaii, he diroctly avows himself to be of his 
party. His note to Woodfall is as follows : '^ Sun- 
day, March 18, 1770.— This Letter is written 
wide, and I suppose will not fill two colnmns. For 
GocTs sake let U appear to-morrow. I hope you re- 
ceived my note of yesterday* 

*^ Lord Chatham is determined to go to the Hall 
to support the Westmnster Remonstrance. I hact 
no doubt that we shaU conquer them at last*."* 

Bot he was again disappointed. The ministry 
kept their places in consequence of the king's de- 
termination in their favour. — From this time he 
appears to have given up all serious thoughts of 
being able to displace them ; ^and, with the motiv^ 
he dropped the name of Junius. 

His opinion of Lord Chatham seems to have 
often fluctuated. In his next note to Woodfall 
he says, '' I neither admire the writer [of the 
Whig] nor his idoP [Lord Chatham] f. The 
fact, however, is easily explained. Lord Chatham 
in this paper, " The Whig,** was " panegyrized in 
very warm terms^ for his conduct with regard to 
the taxation of America. This, it is well known, 
was a subject on which Junius always difiered 
Irom him. As an admirer of Mr. George Gren- 
ville in the part he took on that occasion, it was 

• Juvius, i •210. Private Letter to Woodfall. 
f i. •S13. Private Letter to Woodfall- 
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impossible that Junius could approve of Lord 
Chatham's conduct ; yet this was the only subject 
whereon he latterly dissented from him : for about 
ten months after this time he says to Mr. Home, 
^' I did not intend to make a public declaration of 
the respect I bear Lord Chatham. I well knew 
what unworthy conclusions would be drawn from 
it. But I am called upon to deliver my opinion ; 
and surely it is not in the little censure of Mr. 
HornCj to deter me from doing signal justice to a 
inan, who I confess has groom i^mi my esteem^. 
As for the common sordid views of avarice, or any 
purpose of vulgar ambition, I question whether 
the applause of Junius would be of service to 
Lord Chatham. My vote will hardly recommend 
him to an increase of his pension, or a seat in the 
cabinet* But if his ambition be upon a level with 
his understanding;— if he judges of what is truly 
honourable for himself, with the same superior 
genius which animates and directs him to eloquence 
in debate, to wisdom in decision, even the pen of 
Junius shall contribute to reward him. Recorded 
honours shall gather round his monument, and 
thicken over him. It is a solid fabric, and will 

* It is somewhat remarkable, that Sir Philip Francis made 
use of this same expression in speaking of Mr. Home himself several 
years after. Vide Erskine** Speeches Vol. iv. p. 135. Honie must 
certainly have "grown in ihe esteem** of Junius, before he would 
$peak iu favour of his ]K>litical conduct. 
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rapport the laurels that adora it. I am not cou- 
YersaDt in the language of panegyric. Hiese 
praises are extorted from me ; but they will wear 
well, for they have been dearly earned*.** 

Still he dedares he listens *' without the small- 
est degree of conviction or assent, when Lord 
Chatham affirms, that the authority of the British 
legislature is not supreme over the colonies, in the 
same sense in which it is su{Hreme over Great 
Britain -f-." ' 

Let us turn now to Sir Philip Francis, and 
see what was his opinion of Lord Chatham. We 
fljeed not look far, nor trouble ourselves with a 
long inference. It is recorded on more than one 
occasion, and in terms so. express as to leave n6 
doubt of its exact agreement with that of Junius 

^* In the early part of my life,** says Sir Philip, 
^^ I had the good fortune to hold a place very in- 
considerable in itself, but immediately under the 
late Earl of Chatham. He descended from his 
station to take notice of mine ; and he honoured 
me with repeated marks of his favour and protec- 
tion. How warmly, in return, I was attached to 
his person, and how I hicve been grateful to hie 
memory, they, who know me, know. I admired him, 
as a greats illustrious^ faulty, human ifeing, whose 



* Joviufly ii. 310, aigiiature, Juwiuf. 
t Jvviuf , iL dSO, ugnatan^ Juvius. 
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character J like all the noblest, works of human com^ 
position^ should be determined by its excellencies^ 
not by its defects. I should not have mentioned 
these circamstances, though I confess I am proud 
of them, if they did not lead me naturally to the 
subject immediately in question. In the year 1 760^ 
Mr. Secretary Pitt recommended it to the late 
King to send the present Earl of Kinnoul ambas- 
sador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to the 
court of Lisbon. The same recommendation en- 
gaged the noble Lord to appoint me his secre- 
tary*." 

In a subsequent speech, Sir Philip again 
mentions Lord Chatham as ^' a person whose name 
he should never recollect without admiration and refoc^ 
rencc'jf.^ 

When the late Mr. Pitt^ by his India Bill, pro- 
posed to take the trial by jury out of the Indian 
system of judicature, Mr. Faancis spoke as fol- 
lows: — 

^^ If a British House of Commons can on any 
terms consei^, in any instance, to abolish a trial 
by jury, and if the people at large are insensible 
of the danger of such a precedent, indiyiduals who 
have done their duty must submit to their share in 
the mischief which they could not prevent. I fear 

• Mr. FRAxrci3*s Speech, Februaiy 12, 1787. 
t ■ I , May S4, 1791* 
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the temper and character of the nation are changed. 
Though I am not an old man, I can remember 
the time, when an attempt of this natnre wonld 
have thrown the whok kingdom into a Jlame. Had 
it been made when a great man [the late Earl of 
Chatham], who is now no more, had a seat in this 
Honse, he would haoe started from the bed of sick- 
ness y he would have solicited some friendly hand to de- 
posit him on this floor ^ and from this station with a 
monarcKs voice would have called^ the kingdom to 
arms to oppose it. But he is deadj and has left no- 
thing in this world that resembles him. He is dead; 
and the sense, and honour, and character, and under- 
standing of the nation are dead with him^T^ 

This brilliant eologinm on one of the noblest 
of men, is in a style worthy of the subject — ^* the 
highest style of Sv^iMS^ — and it is as like him in 
sentiment as in style. Whether the qualified terms 
in which each bestowed his commendatioji, were 
occasioned by both entertaining precisely the 
same views of his lordship*s character, though 
it is a matter of inferior consequence, may per- 
haps be ascertained by the following consider- 
ations. 

To have approved at the same time of Mr. 

* Mr. FRAircxs*s speech, ParllameDtary Debates, vol xvi. 22S. 
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George Grenville and Lord Chatham was impo^ 
sible. The conduct of the latter^ during the pe^ 
riod he was last in office, was calculated to wound 
the feelings of all Mr. GrrenviUe's friends. Not con- 
tent with Lord Temple's consent to give np his 
brother, for the purpose of forming a new and 
comprehensive administration, Lord Chatham is 
said to have required so many other sacrifices from 
that nobleman and his party, that he lost the most 
&vourable opportunity of really benefiting his 
country. What added to this misconduct, as it 
was generally deemed, was the countenance he 
gave, by retaining place, to the ministry of the 
Duke of Grafton. 

To this part of Lord Chatham's life Sir Philip 
probably adverts wh^i he affirms, that his Lord* 
ship's character was in some respects faulty ; and 
Junius, by the severity of his attack on his Lord- 
ship at this particular period, evinced tlmt it ex- 
cited his displeasure*. This cause, however, did 
not continue long < 

In the autumn of 1768, Lord Chatham resign* 
ed the office of Lord Privy Seal, having for many 
months been unable to execute its duties. Tlie 
first act of his freedom from ministerial connec- 
tions, was the effecting of a perfect reconciliation 
with Earl Temple, and Mr. Greorge Grenville. It 

* Junius ii 46?, signature, Anti-Sbjanus. 
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was not till the sessions which commenced in 
Jannaiy 1770, that he was aUe to attend parlia- 
ment. — The speeches he then made^ and the line 
of condnct he pnrsned, gave general satisiaction. 
When this alteration in his practice had been 
marked with the characters of a detennined plan^ 
and " he had gallantly thrown away the scabbard'*^'* 
bolli Junius and Sir Philip Francis, as one man, 
testify the almost unbounded respect they enter* 
tained for him. 

To condemn Lord Chatham*s behavionr to Mr. 
Greorge Grenville, was in effect to support the lat- 
ter. But Junius took a decided part ; and by the 
manner in which he advocated Mr. Gh:«nville'8 
cause, he has given rise to a suspicion that he was 
biassed by interested motives. This is denied by 
Junius^ who affirms, that he is personally un- 
known to Mr. Grenville. — '^ It is not my design 
to ent^ into a formal vindication of Mr. Grenville 
upon his own principles. I have neither the ho- 
nour of being personally known to him, nor do I pre-> 
tend to be completely master of the (acts-f'.'' This 
declaration was supposed to proceed from his 
equal, in rank and consequence ; but it was written 
on the 29th of July, 17^9) at which time Sir 
Philip Francis was in the War-office. Though 

• JuNiuty i. •321. Private letter to Wilkes, 
t , i. • ig3y signature, Junius. 
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the &ct in regard to Sir Philip loses nmdi of the 
importance it pretended to, it is Dot likely to have 
been stated so expressly without some foundation. 
Was then Sir Philip known to Mr. Grenville? I 
shall not attempt to prove a n^ative^ bnt merely 
observe, that from the Memoirs there is no reason 
to infer that he was personally known to him ; 
nor have I met with any circumstances^ that in the 
least tend to make such knowledge probable. — 
When Sir Philip received his " his little place" in 
the Secretary of State's office, Mr. George Gren- 
ville was not in poWer. In the year 1756, when 
Lord Chatham became Secretary of State^ Mr. 
Grenville accepted the post of Treasurer of the 
Navy, On Lord Chatham's resignation in 1761, 
Mr. Grenville did not accompany him, but attached 
himself to Lord Bute and Lord Holland ; and on 
May 29th) 1762, he succeeded Lord Bute as. Se- 
cretary of State, which place he resigned on Oc- 
tober 1 2th, in the same year, on account of an 
important diflference in opinion with Lord Bute 
respecting an equivalent for the Havannah. In 
consequence of this dispute, Mr. Grenville retired 
from the cabinet, and became first Lord of the Ad- 
miralty. On Lord Bute's, resignation, in Aprils 
1763, he was appointed Prime Minister, having 
undertaken the two great employments of First 
liOFd of the Treasury and Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. He lost these in the changes which took 
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place in 1765: nor did he afterwards accept of 
any post, thoagh he always promised his support, 
out of place^ to an administration formed on a com- 
preliensive system. 

Amidst all these movements. Sir Philip 
Francis was not likely to be personally known 
to Mr. Grenville. Before the latter was made 
Secretary of State, Sir Philip had quitted that 
department, having been appointed in 1758 secre* 
tary to General Bligh, in 1 760 secretary to Lord 
Kinnoul, and from 1763 to 1772 occupying a 
place in the War-ofl5ce. But though he might 
not be personally known to Mr. Grenville, it was 
hardly possible for that gentleman to be unhiown 
to Mr. Francis. The Prime Minister, from his 
station, and from the importance of some of the 
measures in which he was chiefly concerned, would 
command the attention of Sir Philip. That he 
approved of the man is probable, from his censure 
of Lord Chatham. His opinion of the ministefy 
except in what concerned the American Stamp 
Act, of which we shall speak hereafter, is not on 
record. But as the situation he held in the War- 
office was obtained at the time Mr. George Gren- 
wUe came into power ^ as his expectation of patron- 
age lay chiefly on that side, and the appointments 
he had already received were the gift of that party, 
it may be fairly presumed that his sentiments con- 
cerning Mr. Grenville were . in unison with those 
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of JuNiU6/who8e attachment is thus described by 
the last Editor. — *' Of all the political characters 
of the day, Mr. Grenville appears to have been 
onr Anthor's favourite ; no man was more open to 
censure in many parts of his conduct, but he is 
never censured : while^ on the contrary, he is ex^ 
tolled whenever an opportunity offers *.** 

In 1765, the prospect was altered by the dis- 
missal of Mr. Grenville from office, and by his re- 
fusing to take any place again. Under the new 
arrangement Sir Philip bad no friend ; his hopes 
would, therefore, be directed to another change : 
and whatever was calculated to give stability to 
die existing power, would be viewed by him with 
apprehension. This accounts for the attacks of 
Junius on Lord Chatham and Lord Camden. 
By lending their great influence to an administra- 
tion so confessedly weak, that it was impossible it 
could hold together by any inherent principle of 
its own, they were open to every censure which 
attached to the Duke of Grafton s measures. 

But if Junius was not personally known to 
Mr. Grenville, he was well acquainted with Lord 
Egremont, Mr. Grenville's brother-in-law. He 
narrates the impression which a circumstance in 
the negociation of 1763 made upon his Lordship, 

* Juvivt, L *8l. NotebytheEdiUnr. 
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in terms which imply his knowledge of the man^ 
as well as of the hct. '^ Even the callous pride of 
Lord EgremoDt was alarmed. He saw and felt his 
own dishonour in corresponding with you ; and 
there certainly xoas a moment at which he meant to 
have resisted, had not a fatal lethargy prevailed 
over his faculties, and caitied all sense and me- 
mory away with it.** In a note to this passage, 
the Author proves his actual acquaintance with 
the office : — * This man, (Lord E.) notwithstand- 
ing his pride and Tory principles, had some Eng. 
lish stnff in him. Upon an officii letter he wrote 
to the Duke of Bedford^ the Duke desired tobere^ 
called; and it was with the utmost difficulty that 

■ 

Lord Bute could appease him *.** 

From the above, and other passages in the well- 
known Letter to the Duke of Bedford, Junius 
appears ta have been particularly acquainted, not 
only with Lord E^remont's sentiments on the 
peace of 1763, but with the facts of the suspected 
delinquency of the Duke in regard to that treaty. 
What else are we to infer from that assertion, — 
*^ / am sure I can threaten him prvoately with such 
a storm J as would make him tremble even in his 
grafoe'\!' 

Now let the reader compare these traces of 

Juvius, i. S41, signature, Junius. 
t ■ , i. p. 1(00, Private Letter to Woodfall 



106 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

Jiryiu$*s ^^mi/ intelligence under Lord Egremont^ 
with the following passage from one of the 
speeches of Sir Philip Francis. He observed, 
" That he had been bred up in the Secretary of States 
g^ce, where he had the happiness to possess the fa- 
"oour of the late Earlo/Egremont, then Secretary of 
State."" 

This brings us at once to the point of time to 
which JuNCus refers in the anecdote above related. 
After the Earl of Kinnoul returned from his 
embassy in November, 1760, Sir Philip Fran- 
cis went back to his situation in the Secretary of 
State's office, where he remained for some time 
longer under the Earl of Chatham, — and then 
under the Earl of Egremont. The latter came 
into office on the 9th of October, 1761, and died 
in August, 1763. In the same year, Sir Philip 
Francis was removed to the War-office. — ^Now, 
as the Duke of Bedford set out for Paris on Sep- 
tember 5, 1762*, and the preliminaries were laid 
before Parliament in the November following, it is 
very clear that Sir Philip was in office under 
Lord Egremont, during the occurrence of that 
transaction which Junius has recorded. 

As I have no intention to suppress any thing 
that militates against the cause I have attempted 
to support, I shall state here that in this return of 
Sir Philip to the Secretary of State's oflSce, exists 
a chance of his having been personally known to 
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Mr. Grenville. That gentleman was one of the 
Secretaries from May 29 to October 14, 1762, 
As Sir Philip has told ns that he was in the 
ofSce of Lord Egremont, the other Secretary, I 
leare the reader to judge whether his situation 
there was such as to cause Mr. Grenville, of neces- 
sity, to know him personally. 

But to proceed : — On comparing the early po- 
litical life of Sir Philip, and his opportunities of 
acquiring information, with the date and natujx of 
the intelligence possessed by Junius, we shall see 
strong reason to believe that, from the source now 
laid open, the latter derived considerable know- 
ledge. That Junius, indeed, " A^(/ Aee« bred up 
in the Secretary ^ Staters office^' is apparent from 
the following passage in one of the miscellaneous 
Letters. '^ JVe are a little better acquainted than 
he imagines with the style of the Secretary of States 
office, as well as with the facts respecting Sir 
JeflFery Amherst's dismission*.** His situation 
in this department accounts also for that know* 
ledge of the forms of office, which he displays on 
some occasions : for instance, when he mentions 
the style in which the kings of Spain and Eng- 
land mutually address each other, and when he 
corrects Lord Rochford's French note. — " The 

* Jvinus^ iii. 89, signature^ Luciu«. 
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King's acceptance of the Spanish ambassador's de« 
claration is drawn up in barbarous French^ and 
signed by the £arl of Rochford. This diplomatic 
Lord has spent his life in the study and practice 
of etiquettes^ and is supposed to be a profound 
master of the ceremonies. I will not insult him 
by any reference to grammar or common sense* 
If he were even acquainted with the comnumfcrms of 
his office^ I should think him as well qualified for 
it as any man in his Majesty's service. The reader 
is requested to observe Lord Roch ford's method of 
authenticating a public instrument : — ' En foi de 
quoi, mm soussign6, un des principaux secretaires 
d'etat de S. M. B. ax signe la presente de ma signa- 
ture ordinaire^ et icelle fait apposer le cachet de 
rm armes.' In three lines there are no less than 
seven false concords. But the ntan does not even 
kwm the stifle of his (^fficc ; if he had known it, he 
would have said, ^ nous^ soussignd secretaire d'etat 
S. M. B. aoons signiS,' Ac.*" 

This last evidence is general, and only proves 
the writer's connection, some time or other, with 
the Secretary of State's office. That which is fur- 
nished by the anecdote of Lord Eigremont and the 
Duke of Bedford is more precise. It exhibits 
Junius and Sir Philip Francis in the same ^ce 

m 

* Juvivs, ti. 191^ note by Juvius. 
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at the same time. From the glimpse it affords us 
perhaps we may gaess what reasons Junius had to 
defy the Duke of Bedford, if he dared to interfere. 
The storm that would make him tremble in his 
grave was neither an idle threap nor a very mys* 
terious one. 
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Tu£ most singular^ of all the political attachments 
of Junius, is that which he entertained for the 
late Lord Holland. In one of his private Let- 
ters to Woodfall he says, ^ / wish Lord Holland 
may acquit himself with honour* T And when he 
suspected the late Mr. Fox of having anonymously 
attacked him in the newspapers, he not only for- 
bears to retaliate as he might have done, bat un- 
equivocally states, " that he designedly spared Lord 
Holland and his family. Whether Lord Holland be 
invulnerable, or whether Junius should be wanr- 
ionly praookedy are questions worthy the Black 
JBo\fS consideration-f-.** 

This partiality for Lord Holland and his fa- 
mily, is ill itself a very peculiar feature in the cha- 
racter of Junius ; but it becomes much more re- 
markable, when conjoined with an admiration of 
his Lordship's antagonist, Lord Chatham. Junius 
was not that inconsistent being, to form two attach- 
ments, so decidedly dissimilar, without a cause; 

• Junius, i. •174. 

t , ill. 410> signature, Avti-Fox»J 
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and ia these instances be must have had very 
differ^it grounds for his regard. Of Lord Chat- 
ham he declares his approbation for his public 
conduct. To Lord Holland then we must ascribe 
some private obligation, from the sense of which 
the integrity of the writer would not suffer him to 
feel free, even under provocations and excitements 
of the strongest kind. 

Impossible as it would seem to reconcile these 
contradictions, there is one circumstance in the 
Ufe of Sir Philip Francis which fully solves the 
difficulty. ^' In 1 756, Mr. Henry Fox, afterwards 
Lord Holland^ gaoe him a little place in the Secretaiy 
of Staters office :"" So that his first step into public 
life was made under the auspices of that very 
Lord Holland whom Junius designedly spared* 
With such a reason, I will not doubt for a moment 
that Sir Philip Francis would most religiously 
abstain from offering any injury to his lordship. 
But additional motives were not wanting. His 
father. Dr. Francis, lived in great intimacy 
with Lord Holland : to him, as his patron, he de- 
dicated his Demosthenes. He was his domestic 
chaplain, and the tutor of the late Mr. Fojl\ To 
the friendship of the no|>le lord he was also in- 
debted for the preferment he held in the church; 
having received the living of Barrow, in Suffolk^ 
and the chaplaincy of Chelsea Hospital, through 
the interest of that nobleman. A series of obli- 
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gations so strong as these would, no doubt, operate 
most forcibly on the son, even without his personal 
experience of any favours from the same hand ; 
but in this instance it is difficult to say whether 
Sir Philip on his own account, or for his father's 
sake, was the more indebted to his friend and 
patron Lord Holland. 

The solution here given of one of the most dif- 
ficult paradoxes in the character of Junius, affords 
nearly as strong support to our argument as any of 
the proofs before advanced. — One reason assigned 
by Lord Orford, for his suspecting Hamilton to 
have been the author of Ju Nius, is that ^' Hamtlian 
was brought forward by Lord HoUand; and it is 
remarkable, that Lord Holland, though very open 
to censure, is not once mentioned.^ If this war- 
ranted the impression it made on Lord Orfbrd*8 
mind, we may judge of the eflect which the know- 
ledge of obligations so much greater and more nU'^ 
merous ought to produce. No doubt the son of 
Dr. Francis would be possessed with feelings of 
habitual respect and regard for Lord Holland and 
his family, and that he would privately express his 
wishes in their favour, in the way that Junius did 
to Woodfall : whether, with such inclinations to^ 
wards that nobleman, it was possible or likely that 
Junius in his public capacity could have acted 
otherwise than he did, let the reader determine. 
As the declare4 enemy of whatever bore the conn* 
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tenance of corraption, be felt himself constantly 
tempted. Bay, he was called ou, to attack the late 
Paymaster-general; he was further provoked by 
the interference and opposition, as he thought, of 
Mr. Fox, in a question wholly indifferent to the 
latter; and he bad ample means of retaliation in 
his power he well knew, wiien he inquires " whether 
Junius should be ^wantonly provoked f but what 
coarse could he pursue under a sense oF the obli* 
gations before mentioned ? His public spirit would 
be neutralized by his private feelings, and only by 
silence could both be kept inviolate. Other 
reasons of a secret and personal nature might also 
have some influence : but of this we may be sure^ 
that from the censure of a concealed autiior, aup- 
portuig the character of Junius, the severe and 
inflexible patriot, no common or light considera^ 
tioBs could havB preserved Lord Holland. 

t 

The next instance to be adduced of the connec- 
tions of JCNius, is not less striking than the pre 
ceding ; nor less fortunately met by the evidence 
of the Memoirs of Sir Philip Fhancis. 

Every one acquainted with the last edition of 
Junius, must have noticed the very friendly tpne 
which pervades his private correspondence with 
Woodfall. — " The spirit of your letter convinces 
me that you are a much better writer than most of 
diose whose works 'you publish. Wliether jou 
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have guessed well or ill, must be left to our ftiture 
scquaintance. For the matter of money be assured^ 
that if a question should arise upon any writingi^ 
of mine, you shall not want it. * * * My own works 
you shall constantly have^ and in point of money be 
assured you shall never suffer *."* These assurances 
6f friendship and assistance are repeated at inter- 
yals throughout the whole correspondence. — ^^ I 
doubt much whether I shall ever have the pleasure 
of knowing you ; but if things take the turn I ex- 
pect, you shall know me by my works^.^ " You 
must not write to me again, but be assured I will 
never desert youX*"* *' If your affair should come 
to a trial, and you should be found guilty, you will 
then let me know what expense falls particularly 
on yourself; for I understand you are engaged with 
other proprietors. Some way or other you shall 
be rdmbursed^J* ** For my own part, I can very 
truly assure you that nothing would afflict me more 
than tx> have drawn you into 9l personal danger^ be- 
cause it admits of no recompense ||.^ ^^ You can-* 
not ofl^d or afilict me but by hazarding your own 
safety %^ '^ I have the greatest reason to be 
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pleased with yotur cail^ and attention^ and wish it 
were in my power to render you some essential ser^ 
vice*."* 

In a private Letter to Wilkes, the same con- 
cern for Woodiall is expressed.—" Feeling, as I 
really do, for others, where my own safety is pro- 
vided for, the danger to which I expose a simple 
printer afflicts and distresses me. It lowers me to 
myself to draw another into a hazardous situation 
which I cannot partake of with him. This con- 
sideratioa will account for my abstaining from 
********* so long, and for the undeserved mo- 
deration with which I have treated him*)".'' 

Yet in other instances he displayed no such 
anxiety for the safety of his printer. — " If for any 
reasons that do not occur to me, you should think 
it unadvisable to print it as it stands, I must in- 
treat the favour of you to transmit it to Binglei/, and 
satisfy him that it is a real Junius, worth a North 
Briton extraordinary ^J" Of another letter he says, 
'^ I will not advise ; though I think yon perfectly 
safe : — all I can say is, that I rely upon your care 
to have it printed eidier to-morrow in your own 
paper, or to-night in the Pacquet^.^ At another 

* jQNitfs, i. *346. Prirate Letter to Wood&ll. 
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tiin^ bis indifference to the risk of the printer iir 
unreservedly expressed* ^^ If you should have 
any fears, I intreat you to send it early enough to 
Miller, to appear to-morrow night in the London 
Evening Post. In that case, you will oUige me 
by informing the- public to-*morrow, in your owa 
paper, that a real Junius will appear at night in 
the London. MiUer, I am sure, will have no scru-* 

The Anxiety thus manifested exclusively for 
Woodfall, could not be altogether owing to his for- 

Junius, but not written by him. The first, which appeared 13th 
Deoembei, 177 i> » a tolerably good imitation of his slyle> and was 
supposed by many to have been the production of the real Juviua. 
When Woodfall pointed it out to his correspondent, he replied, 
<« The London Ricket is not worth our notice. I suspect Garrick, 
and would have you hint so to him.*' (Juvius, i. '243. PmaH 
Letter to fFooifitU.) 

The second Letter was published on the first of May, 177S. It b 
by no means so clever as the former ; and the design of the writer^ 
whatever it was, seems to have been abandoned, in consequence of 
his fidling to support the character he had assumed. The printer of 
the Packet, to satisfy the doubts and inquiries to which these per- 
formances gave rise, inserted the following nodce in his paper.—- 
^ The publk may be assured, that for aught tha editor knows, tht 
Letters signe^ Juvius in the Londov Packet, came firom theori* 
ginal adopter of that signature. One thing, however, he does know, 
that the style b by no means inferior to that of the Letters universally 
fathered on the ieal JuKrus."— But thb spedmen of the printer's 
critical abilities in what he pntfeued ta know, aiidttl no wei^ to hb 
otherwise innffideni testimony, and the Letters met with the fate 
tbey deserved. 
, * Jxurcvs. i. «ftl4. PHvate letter to WoodfalL 
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bearance to inquire after his mysterioiis ciMrrespon- 
dent ; for duty, interest, and reputation were alike 
consulted by the course which Woodfidl parsnedi 
Nor was Junius a man of many attachments, 
likely to feel an inclination in favonr of another 
merely because he corresponded with lAm in the 
way of business. His writings testify the contrary. 
We are led then to conclude, that his solicitude ibr 
the welfare of Woodfall proceeded from some secret 
personal knowledge of ttie man; that when he 
complimented his takntSj he was not speaking at 
random ; and that he well knew he might confide 
in his iniegriiyy b^ore he trusted him with the 
means of a discovery which he thought he should 
not survive three days.* 

Admitting then that Junius had ^ personal aC'- 
qtmntance with his printer, let us see how this fact 
will aflect Sir Philip Francis. His lot was 
certainly very diflferent from that of Mr. Woodfall % 
and at the time the Letters were published, there 
seems to have been no land of connection between 
them. But it appears that at one period they had 
the opportunity of becoming intimate. They 
were school-fellows of the same standing. In 175S, 
Sir PfUUp was placed at St. Pouts school, under the 
care of Mr. Greorge Thicknesse. In 1 756, he was re- 
cekedinto the Secretary of States office. Let us com* 

* JuiriuB i. *S30. Mvate lettier to Woodliill. . 
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pare these dates with the following extiBGt from 
Nicholses Biographical Anecdotes: — '^ Henry Samp- 
son Woodfall was bom June Sl^ 1739, O. S. At 
eleven years old he went to St. Paul's school^ 
whence he removed to serve his apprenticeship 
with his father.** He entered the school^ there- 
fore in 1750*1, abont two years earlier than Sir 
Philip, As between their ages there was bnt 
the difference of one year> and it was possible for 
them to have remained together three years at 
school, their intimacy might be presnmed: but! 
am told that I have the authority of the present 
Mr. Woodfall for stating, tha[t his father formed 
an acquaintance with Sir Philip Francis when 
at school, which caused them, though life, to 
regard each other with particular kindnesa ; and 
though various circumstances soon dissolved that 
early connection, yet the remembrance of it was 
ever after kept up between them, by some friendly 
token of acknowledgment whenever they vo^. . 

This piece of intelligence frilly ^ establishes a 
point, which widiout such aid would be entitled 
to some notice. But the truth may also be arrived 
at through a different mediuip : the Reverend Philip 
liosenhagen was the school-feUoWj and continued 
through life the niutual fr,iend of Sir , Philip 
Francis and Mr. Woodfall ; thus there is addi- 
tional proof of a particulsff hpnd of unipn having 
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mibsisted between the two latter gentlemen at die 
time they were at school. 

It is a little remarksible^ that to Mr. Rosenha- 
gen the Letters of Junius were at one time at- 
tributed, though certainly without foundation. In 
the Essay prefixed to the last edition of Junius 
this conjecture is thus noticed. ^^ It is sufficient 
to observe, that Mr. Rosenhagen, who was a 
school-fellow of Mr. H. S. Woodfall, continued on 
terms of acquaintance with him in subsequent life, 
and occasionally wrote for the Public Advertiser : 
but he was repeatedly declared by Mr. Woodfall, 
who must have been a competent evidence as to 
the fact, not to be the author of Junius*s Letters. 
A private letter of Rosenhagen's to Mr. Woodfdl 
is still in the possession of his son, and nothing 
can be more different from each other than this 
autograph and that of Junius*.** 

Mr. Rosenhagen occasionally wrote for the Pub- 
lie Advertiser ; and if our opinion concerning Ju- 
nius be correct, Mr. Francis also assisted in sup- 
porting the newspaper of his old school-fellow. 
But, in so doing, would he not betray himself? 
To this it may be answered, that from the begin- 
ning Junius wrote in di disguised hand ; that he 
was, doubtless, unaware of the lengths he should be 
afterwards tempted to go, which rendered the risk 

* JiiviQf , L *I21. Preliaunary Essay. 
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he ran at first of less moment ; and lliat not only 
by degrees was he at last committed, bnt it was 
after carefully sounding to discover his relative 
danger. That he might possibly be known to the 
printer is, I think, deducible from the following 
Letter, dated July 15, 1769.—" Sir, I have re- 
ceived the favour of your note. Prom the con- 
tents of it, I imagine you may have something to 
communicate to me; if that be the case, I beg 
you will be particular ; and also that you will t^ 
me candidly whether you hum or suspect who lam. 
Direct a letter to Mr. William Middleton, to be 
left at the bar of the New Exchange coffee-house 
on Monday, as early as you think proper. I am, 
Sir, your most obedient, and most humble ser- 
vant, C*." 

By the formality of this Letter, so contrary to 
the style of his former notes, he probably intended 
to detach from Woodfalfs mind the idea, that in 
his correspondent Juxius he had found an old 
acquaintance. Whatever answer was returned, it 
relieved the querist from all dread of being sus- 
pected : he replies, " The spirit of your Letter 
convinces me that you are a much better writer 
than most of the people whose works you publish. 
Whether you have guessed well or ill must be kft to 
our future acquaintofwe^r He jgets rid of the 

• Juvius, i. •171. Private Letter to Woodfkll. 
t , i. *196. Private Letter to Wood&ll. 
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: question by a " Whether^ &c. which recals to ovx 
memory the note of Sir Philip Francis to the 
editor of the Monthly Magazine. Woodfail^ of 
course, had not gnessed right ; but it was prudent 
not to tell him so. To this Letter is subscribed 
^^ Your friend C^ Having now laid aside all his 
^pr^ensions, he, from that time, wrote to Wood- 
fall in the same frank and familiar way in which 
he had been accustomed to address him. 

From the preceding statement then it will ao 
doubt be admitted, that Junius might have been 
the early friend and school-fellow of Woodfall, imd 
yet that his correspondence might be, and was, so 
managed, as to preclude discovery. With this al- 
lowance, it is reasonable to think that a real well- 
wisher to Woodiall was more likely to have been 
the author, than an indifferent person ; not only 
from the many instances of regard already enume- 
rated, but from those offers of pecuniary assist^ 
ance which were made by Junius, and which,, 
without the supposition of a secret bias like this, 
have led to the belief that he was himself in afflu- 
ent circumstances, — an opinion the less entitled to 
implicit confidence, because our Author was se- 
dulous to impress it on the mind of all his cor- 
respondents. 

It is. not indeed very likely that a tctd stranger 
to Woodfall would have taken the trouble to di&- 
^ise his handrJwrUing. As he trusted him with 
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more important matters^ he migbt Kaye confided 
to Woodfalt the destruction of his Letters, and so 
have written them in the hand most easy to him, 
which at any rate wonid have been a considerable 
alleviation of the labour, by which .he confesses he 
was almost overcome. Or he might have desired 
Woodfall to copy them, as was the case with the 
note to Garrick, in order that no person might ever 
see the originals, and then he could have incurred 
no risk. But from the necessity there seems to 
have been that his natural hand-writing should 
not be seen even by Woo^aUy and from his unde- 
vktting use of a feigned character in his most pri« 
vate and confidential notes to him, the only in* 
ference that can be drawn, in my opinion, is, the 
possible knowledge by Woodfall of the natural 
hand-writing, from some previous or probable in- 
tercourse between the parties. 

The note which Junius desired Woodfall to 
get transcribed before he sent it to Garrick, was 
written to check the impertinent inquiries of the 
latter, whose assiduity to trace our author gave 
him excessive alarm. By implication, this pre- 
cautionary measure, as in the case of Woodfall, 
leads us to conclude that Garrick, or some one to 
whom the original Letter might be shewn, was ac- 
quainted with the natural hand-writing of Junius^ 
and might be able to detect it in spite of the 
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guise* This sapposition, that the writer was a 
person known to Garrick, is further countenanced 
by the particukir information Junius seems to 
have had of every proceeding on the part of his 
^ impertinent'* spy. The opportunity which it 
seems he possessed of knowing to what secret 
practices Garrick had. recourse, affords evidence 
{^ peculiar means of inspection, and renders it 
probable that equal means of obtaining intelli^ 
gence, mutatis mutandisj were in the power of the 
fatter. But there is little doubt that Junius was 
personally known to Garrick, and that^br this rea^ 
son he was so exceedingly disturbed. He knew 
that if he was once seen by Garrick, detection was 
unavoidable. Let us observe the facts :-—He 
knew that Garrick had learnt from Woodiall that 
JvJUivs would write no more, but he did not 
know in what manner this information was ob* 
tained. He imagined that Garrick had drawn it 
from WoodfaU by his own ingenuity ; and he ac- 
cordingly warns the latter in the following words : 
-^" (Secret.) Beware of David Grarrick, he was 
salt to pump you, and went directly to Richmond 
to tell the king I should write no more.** — Under 
the impression also that Garridc had gained this 
intelligence by insinuating himself into the confi-. 
dence of Woodfall, he wrote the note which has 
beeijk already mentioned^ threatening vengeance if 
he persisted in his " impertinent inquiries /*" anji 
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justly apprehensive lest Woodfall should have told 
Garrick the name of the coffee-house where hie 
Letters were left, he writes to the former, " I 
must be more cautious than eoer. I am sure I 
should not survive a discovery three days ; or if 
I did, they would attaint me by bill. Change to the 
Somerset cqffee-housey and let no mortal know the 
alteration. I am persuaded you are too honest a 
man to contribute in any way to my destruction. 
Act honourably by me, and at a proper tune you 
shall know me *.** On the outside of this Letter 
was written private and particular^. 

Woodfall explained, that Garridk had been ap- 
prized of the intended discontinuance of the Let- 
ters, by his having named it confidentially in a 
Letter he was writing to Garrick ; and therefore 
dissuades Junius from sending the note. With 

this he at first seems satisfied ^^ I have no doubt 

of what you say about David Garrick ; so drop the 
noter But so necessary was it that Garrick should 
not endeaoour to trace him, that he adds, ^^ As it is 
important to deter him from meddlings 1 desire yon 
will tell him that I am aware of his practices, and 
will certainly be revenged if he does not desist* 
An appeal to the public from Junius would de- 
stroy him.*' Not satisfied even with this security, 

• Jv Vf us, i. •83L Private Letter to WoodfiJl. 
t— »i, •S33. Note by the Editor. 
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he says at the ead of the same Letter, '^ Upon re* 
ftect'umy I think it absoiutehf necessary to send that 
note to D. G., only say practices instead of tTi^Ewr- 
tinent inquiries *r 

Nor did the subject end here: though the 
rest is not printed, more was undoubtedly saidi 
to Woodfall concerning the iacility of his dispo- 
sition, for the next letter b^ns, '' I did never 
question'^' your understanding. Far otherwise* 
The Latin word simples conveys to me an ami; 
able character, and never denotes folly. Though 
we may not be deQcient in point of capacity, 
it is very possible that ndther of us may> 
be cunning enough for Mr. Garrick.** Three 
weeks after he again adverts to the same* 
topic: — '^ Make your mind easy about me; I 
believe yon are an honest man, and I never am 

mm 

angry. 

The inferences altogether drawn from the 
above statement are these, that Junius had a 
particuiar knowledge of Garrick, and that the 
latter was certainly acquainted with the person, 

• JuKius, i. p. ♦ 236. Private letter to Woodfall. 

t Francis -«<' / did never undersioMd that Cotonel Goddanl 
had quitted the objects of his oommtssion/' &c. (Minuie, March 4, 
1779- ^0. 182. 4^. to Sixth Report.) 

Again, December 28, 1778. 

•^'' Idtd never propoie an extract of a private letter at mthority 
^0 ikt 3pMd*' (iVb. 163, 4pp. A> Sixth Report) 
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and probably with the hancUwriting, of him who 
carried on the *^ conveyancing^ and con-espond- 
iog department of Junius; from which personal 
knowledge it became of the utmost possible conse-* 
. qnence> that Garricky ab&oe all men^ shonld be de- 
terred from joining in the parsnit which waa 
made after the Author. 

To meet these conclusions^ it mnst be stated on 
the part of Sir Philip Fbancis, that Garrick en- 
joyed the ^^ friendship and esteem" of Dr. Francis, 
as we are told by the latter in the preface to his 
play of Eagenia. The son of Dr. Francis was^ 
of course, personally known to Mr. Garrick ; who^ 
if he was not also familiar with the hand- writing 
of Sir Philip, might have shown it to some one, 
by whom it would be recognized even in a dis*- 
guised state. It was prudent, therefore, in Sir 
Philip, to desire that his note to Garrick might 
be copied to '^ avoid having this hand too com- 
monly seen** — ^this fdgned hand. And if Sir 
Philip was also the receioer of the Letters from 
the coffee*hou8e, it was h^hly necessary that the 
place should he changed^ and that no mortal should 
know the alteration. 

With this instance of remarkable agreement 
between the writer of the Letters and Sir Philip 
Francis, we shall close the account of their con- 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 127 

K£CTt ONs. The supposition that Sir Philip was 
himself the ^^ conoeyancer^ of the packets^ either 
directly or through the medium of a chairman, and 
consequently certain of detection tf Gan^ick caught 
a glin^se of his person, will receive further illustra- 
tion as we proceed. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

Whether Junius was a Member of Parliament 
may with tolerable certainty be collected from his 
writings. Thongh a frequent hearer of the debates, 
and particularly of those in the House of Lords, 
yet it appears from the following Letter to Wood- 
fall, January 3], 1771, that he had no seat in 
either assembly. — *' It is of the utmost importance 
to the public cause, that the doors of the House of 
Lords should be opened on Tuesday next, perhaps 
the following [four paragraphs to be inserted in 
rotation] may help to shame them into it. 

" * We hear that the ministry intend to move 
for opening the doors of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment on Tuesday next, in the usual manner, being 
desirous that the nation should be exactly informed 
of their whole conduct in the business of Falkland 
Island.* 

^^ ^ Tlie nation expect, that on Tuesday next at 
least, both Houses will be open as usual, otherwise 
there will be too much reason to suspect, that the 
proceedings of the ministry have been such as will 
not bear a public discussion.' 

" ' We hear that the ministry intend to move, 
that no gentlemen may be refused admittance into 
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either House on Tuesday next. Lord North in 
particular thinks it touches his character^ to have 
no part of his conduct concealed from the nation.** 

" ' The resolution of the ministry to move for 
opening both Houses on Tuesday next does them 
great honour. If they were to dp otherwise, it 
would raise and justify suspicions yery di8advan<* 
tageous to their own reputation, and to the king*t 
honour.' Pray keep it up." 

It is not very likely that a member of the 
House of Lords would have been so anxious for 
unclosed doors: he could so well turn the secrecy 
of the debate into a chaise against ministers, and 
at the same time could convey to the public so foil 
and correct an account of what passed in the house, 
that his vantage ground would have been im- 
proved by the exclusion, and no desirable infor- 
mation would have been suppressed. But to a 
stranger, it was an object of the first importance 
to get admission. As far therefore as these para- 
graphs warrant any conclusion, they lead to the 
belief that Junius was not a member of the 
House of Lords: but this opinion is further 
strengthened by what he says in his celebrated 
Letter to Lord Mansield. ^^ My charge against 
you is now made good. I shall, however, be ready 
to answer, or submit to fair objections. If when- 
ever this matter shall be agitated, you suffer the 
doors of the House of Lords to he shut, I now 

K 
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protest that I shall consider you as hccoing made nO 
reply. From that moment, in the opinion of the 
world, you will stand self-convicted*.'* 

To a peer in parliament, this shutting the doors 
of the House wonld^ as before stated, have furnish-^ 
ed occasion of reproach, without in the least 
screening the person seeking refuge behind the 
measures but suppose it were for other reasons 
desirable that the public should have access to the 
House, bow does it follow that from this step 
being taken, Lord Mansfield should be considered 
as having made no reply? The conclusion is absurd, 
on the part of one present ; but in a stranger, the 
argument is necessary and just. Having no right 
in that assembly, the exclusion of the public would 
deprive him of the only chance of hearing, and of 
afterwards combating the noble Lord's statement ; 
and thus he would be driven to the extremity of 
assuming, that from the exercise of such a power, 
his antagonist must, '^ in the opinion of the world, 
stand self^coTwictcdr He has no alternative^ 
Junius, then, having acted in this manner^ de- 
clares himself not to be a Member of the House 
of Lords. 

Reasons equally strong may be advanced to 
shew that he was not a member of the House of 



* JoKius, ii. 44d« signatufe^ Jlrviut. 
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Commons. On the Tuesday referred to^ the great 
question respecting Falkland Island was expected 
to he discussed ; for which cause he so earnestly 
wished to hear the debate in the House of Lords. 
Now, as a member of the other House, his duty 
would have required his attendance there; but not 
even a choice was allowed him, for on tliat even-^ 
ing, February 5, 1771, there was a call of the 
House, in contemplation of the debate taking place, 
though the great discussion did not come on in 
either House till the 1 Sth* 

But however irreconcileuble the foregoing 
statements are with the idea, that Junius was a 
member of P^trliament, his anxiety that both Houses 
should sit with unclosed doors was perfectly na« 
tural) in the view we take of the writer. When 
Parliament deliberated in secret, Mr. Francis 
was of course excluded ; he could then obtain only 
such intelligence as aby other person might pick 
up from members who were present. This was 
insufficient for Junius. It was one of the causes 
of his great popularity that he was suspected of 
being some disguised senator ; and into many of 
his Letters are thrown not only the sentiments, 
but even the language of our first orators. In this 
sense we may understand the following quotation 
from his Letters, though it was probably not in- 
tended to bear exactly this construction, — " I 

K 2 
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willingly accept of a sarcasm from Colonel Barr^^ 
or a simile from Mr. Burke*." 

And such conduct was certainly wise. He 
was thus enabled to concentrate in his own com- 
positions, the strength and beauty of all that was said 
on thai; side of the question which he approTed ; 
with this additional advantage, that if the coinci- 
dence were traced^ it not only removed suspicion 
still further from the real writer, but gave con- 
sequence to his character, and weight to his autho- 
rity, 

A part of one of Lord Chatham's speeches, in- 
troduced in the Preface to the Letters, was certain- 
ly reported from notes thus taken by Junius, who 
observes of it,-^^ The following quotation from a 
speech delivered by Lord Chatham on the 1 1 th of 
December, 1770, is taken with exactness. The 
reader will find it curious in itself, and very fit to 
be inserted here."" Long before this he had incor- 
porated the same extract not only in substance, but 
almost word for word, in one of the miscellaneous 
Letters, dated the 14th of December, only three 
days after the debate had taken place. But at that 
time he did not give it as a quotation from Lord 
Chatham's speech, nor was it distinguished by in- 
verted commas. It assumes only to be a faithful 
statement by the writer of " what was the fact, 

* JuKius, ii. 367. sigoature, Juirius. 
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and what was the irregularity of the proce^ing 
[of Lord Mansfield] upon it.** In the end he says, 
'^ I affirm, therefore, zvith Lord Chatham^ that his 
conduct was irregular, extrajudicial, and unprece- 
dented***; but this reference to Lord Chatham*s 
opinion is not intended to lead any one to conclude, 
that the whole of the passage was borrowed from 
him. Yet such was the case, according to the 
declaration of Junius above quoted: and the cir- 
cumstance is worthy of remark, since it exhibits a 
proof that Junius, as before stated, availed him- 
self of the sentiments of the leading orators, in 
order to enrich his own Letters ; for which pur- 
pose he attended the debates, and for the sake of 
greater accuracy was accustomed to take notes of 
particular speeches. 

The day after Lord Chatham had delivered the 
preceding opinion on Lord Mansfield*s conduct, 
^^ the great Lord Camden addressed him in the 
following words.** Here Junius again quotes 
part of a speech, in which Lord Mansfield is 
challenged to name a day when his doctrines might 
be discussed. The passage selected is an amplifi- 
cation of what Junius had reported in substance 
two days after the event ; and in this, as in Lord 
Chatham*s case, no other account had intervened 
from which it could be taken. 

t Junius, iii. 302. signature, Phalaris. 
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He was present, according to his own words, 
at many other debates. As Philo-Junius, vol. ii. 
p. 364, he says, " With regard to Lord Camden, 
the truth is, that he inadvertently overshot himself, 
as appears plainly by that unguarded mention of a 
tyranny of forty days, which I myself heardr It 
occurred on Dec. tOth, 1766. Of the Duke of 
Grafton's ^* oratorial powers'" he gives a specimen, 
observing, '^ as to the other test of his abilities, I 
mean his talent for talking in public, I can speak 
with greater precision, for I have often hM the 
honour of hearing him* J* He states that he was 
in the House of Commons at the opening of the 
sessions on the 3d of November, 1770, and com- 
ments pretty severely upon Lord Barrington's 
speech that evening^. And on many other oc- 
casions he seems so fully informed of what was 
going forward in Parliament, especially in the 
House of Lords, as to leave no doubt of his per- 
sonal attendance at the time:};. 

Mr. Burke's Speech || on the opening of the 
session in November, 1767^ is the most complete 
of any that Junius reported; but it claims atten- 
tion for other reasons. It was delivered on the 
S4th of November : on the S8th or £9th, Mr. 

* Junius* iii. 286. 

t — iiL 278. 

X See Miscellaneous Letters, No. 80, 81. 

y This is the first report of any Speech by Mr. Burke, 
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Woodfall acknowledged the receipt of the packet ; 
but dared not publish the speech, unless he was 
^^ permitted to make snch changes in certain ex- 
pressions, as may; take off the immediate offence 
without hurting the meaning.*" He obtained leave, 
for the speech was given to the public with certain 
changes and omissions, on the 5th of December 
following. It is prefaced by the following Letter. 
" Mr. Printer, — There are a party of us who, 
for our amusement, have established a kind of po- 
litical club. We mean to give no offence whatever 
to any body in our debates. The following is a 
mere Jeu (Tesprit, which I threw out at one of our 
late meetings, and is at your service, if you think it 
will afford the least entertainment to your readers. 

'' I am, &c. Y. Z*;^ 

In the political register for April, 1768, pub-^ 
iishcd by Almony a letter appears, which unques- 
tionably came from Junius, since it accompanies 
the entire report of that speech wliich had been 
mutilated by Woodfall. It is as follows. 

Sir, — ^The following authentic part of an in- 
teresting debate in the House of Commons, on the 
motion for an address in answer to the King's 
speech, on the first day of last session, is at your 
service. 

" Your friend, &c^ 

* Junius^ ii. 498. 
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" House of Commons, 24th of November, 1767. 
— Mr. Conway had concluded with a laboured, 
though not very artful, panegyric on the late Mr. 
Townshend. It consisted of the usual accumula- 
tion of talents, abilities, judgment, sagacity, &c.; 
but interrupted by Mr. Conway's usual hesitation 
between each word, as if he doubted of the truth 
of what he was saying. He confessed that ^ his 
dear lamented friend had engaged himself to pre- 
pare a plan to be submitted to Parliament, for the 
effectual relief of the poor in the article of pro^ 
visions, and he had no question that, if that great 
man had survived, he would have been able to 
perform his promise; but unfortunately for the 
public, his plan was lost with him: that it was 
easy to find a successor to his place, but impos- 
sible to find a successor to his abilities, or one 
equal to the execution of his plans. The House 
ought not, therefore, to be surprised, that the 
King's surviving servants had not yet been able to 
devise any scheme for the relief of the poor, 
although a man of Mr. Townshend's superior qua- 
lifications might have been fully equal to the 
task.' 

" The House received Mr. Conway's expres- 
sions of humility with silent approbation, and 
seemed to agree with him in his sense of bis own 
inferiority and that of .his colleagues. 

^^ Mr. Edmund Burke then got up, and made 
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the following ewceUent speech.'' Here follows the 
complete Report. 

The prefatory observations from the Political 
Register, as they are certainly written by Junius, 
have been thought worthy of insertion here ; bnt 
the speech it would be useless now to transcribe, 
as it appears enth'e in the second edition of 
the Letters, lately published by Mr. Woodfall. 
The difference at first consisted in the omission of 
a long paragraph which Woodfall was afraid to in- 
sert, and in the substitution of such terms for 
Speaker, House, Throne, &c. as would give it the 
character of a debate at a political club. That 
these alterations were made in the original copy 
at the request of Woodfall, who was afraid to 
print it as a direct speech ; and that the introduc- 
tory Letter was written afterwards^ and worded 
so as to suit the second intention, is evident from 
the dait of that Letter, and from the tenor of 
WoodfalFs note to his correspondent, wherein he 
desires leave '^ to make such changes in certain 
EXPRESSIONS, as may take off the immediate of- 
fence without hurting the meaning*." 

* In a late publication^ intended to prove that Mr. Burke was 
Jdnius, much stress is laid on Y. Z.*s letter and speech. " It is a 
document which, if I do not deceive myself very much," says the 
writer, " will set the corUraveny, concerning the Author of Junius, 
fiir tvenU Testy He grounds his opinion on the presumption, 1st, 
That Burke himself sent the speech to Woodfall, from the phrase, 
'' ufhidi I threw cuf^ occamn^ in the introductory letter : but as he 
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Let us now return to Sir Philip Francis, 
Like Junius, at the time the Letters were written, 



observes, '' that all those who heard the speech in the House^ 
would, when they saw the letter of Y. Z. in the Pablic Advertiser, in 
which he says it was spoken by himself, infer immediately that the 
letter in question, as well as the speech which accompanied it, were 
sent to the printer by Mr. Burke himself,** we must be excused from 
thinking that the latter would have so grossly committed himself^ 
even had this introductory letter not been written, as it certainly was, 
in compliance with Wood&irs wishes, and to countenance the altera- 
tions he had suggested. The writer presumes, 2dly, That when Al^ 
mon published the debates of this period in the year 1774, he re- 
ceived the entire copy of the speech which appears in that collection, 
*' from authority,'' in other words, from Burke himself; because the 
paragraph omitted by Woodfall is inserted there : whereas the true 
source of Almon*s mUhority is clearly no other than the copy sent to 
the Political Register, as is proved by its having furnished him at the 
same time with the account, totidem verbis, of Mr. Conway's speech. 
Besides, so far is this first perfect copy from supporting the opinion 
lliat Burke sent the speech, or that if otherwise, he who sent it was 
'* under the necessity of pirating the productions of others, and deck- 
ing himself out in a plumage not his own," that he even prefaced it 
as we see with Mr. Burke's name, and called it an ** exceltent s^ecYiT 
So much for Jads. The value of thtpandiels by which the writer 
attempts to uphold his ill-founded conjecture, may be guessed at from 
" the specimens which come under the head oi inverted construction.^ 
After mentioning several instances where the preposition follows the 
verb, instead of being placed before the pronoun which it governs, as 
— " whom he had never spoken to" instead of " to whom he had never 
spoken,** &c. he adds, " Had I no other reasons for thinking that the 
Letters of Junius were written by Mr. Burke, the inference arising 
from this species of construction would be whoiiy satisfactory to my 
mittdr With such sentiments, it is not surprising to find this gentle^ 
man mention " one fact more relative to this subject : during the 
iime the Letters appeared in the Public Advertiser, Mr. Burke's son 
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he had no seat in Fkirliament ; yet true to his pa- 
ralle]^ he was^ like him, a frequent hearer of the 
debates, especially in the House of Lords> and on 
more than one occasion, he also took notes of 
Lord Chatham*s speeches. 

In Almon s Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, first 
published in 1791 ^ a part of the debate in the 
, House of Lords at the opening of the session in 
1770, is then, for the first time, given to the pub- 
lic from a manuscript report furnished by Sir 
Philip Francis. As I have no doubt of the 
circumstance, I state it without reservation ; but 
to satisfy the reader, who cannot be expected to 
place dependance on the word of an unknown 
writer, some reasons will be adduced in support 
of the assertion. 

In the first place, Sir Philip is not ob- 
scurely hinted at in the paragraph which intro- 
duces the debate. Almon says : — 

'^ The next session was opened on the ninth day 

• 

was a scholar at Westminster school -, and it is remembered by some 
of those who were at Westminster school at the same time, that his 

privaiefutor was sometimes able to tell, before hand, when a Junius 
was to appear V* The author of ihe Preliminary Essay may very well 
bear to be told by the relator o£ such a fact as this, that his remarks in 
opposition are ** silly and childish" and that *' when one hears such 

foUy as this brought forward as an argument upon the present sal^ject^ 
U u difficult to moid laughing,** 
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of January, 1770. The discontents which pervaded 
the whole nation, stimulated him [Lord Chatham] 
to the most vigorous exertion of his talents. He 
considered the conduct of the House of Commons, 
on all the questions concerning the Middlesex 
election, as wholly unconstitutional. He attended ' 
on the first day. His speeches on that day ham met 
with a better fate than many of his former speeches, 
for they were accurately taken by a gentlemav of 

STRONG MEMORY, NOW A MEMBER OF THE 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, and from his notes they are 
here printed *.** 

So completely does this description, joined 
with the nature of the transaction to which it re- 
lates, point out Sir Philip Francis as the only 
gentleman to whom it properly betongs, that I 
dare say the point which I am attempting to estab- 
lish, would be at once conceded by many persons : 
but we have more than current opinion in support 
of our assertion ; for. 

Secondly, Sir Philip declares that he was in 
the House of Lords on the night this speech was 
made, and that he heard Lord Chatham make use 
of the very words which it contains. In this in- 
stance the identity is brought home. '* I heard 
IT, from Lord Chatham^ says Sir Philip, " that 

* Alinon*s Anecdotes of the Earl of Chatham, ii. 76. 
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power without right is the most odious and detest abk 
object that can be offered to the human imagination. 
It is at once, res detestabilis et caduca *." 

I say that the identity is brought home to Sir 
Philip, because it is morally impossible that an- 
other mati should be found who^ under all the other 
circumstances of resemblance in which Sir Philip 
is placed, should have this- most important fact 
traced to him, — ^that he was present in the House 
of Lords when this speech was delivered by Lord 
Chatham. 

But, Thirdly, The maxim which he says he 
heard from Lord Chatham, is expres&ed in terms 
which coidd only oflFer themselves to the writer of 
the speech. On his memory the sentiment would 
be so firmly impressed, that without recurring to 
the printed copy, he would be able to quote it with 
sufficient accuracy ; yet conscious of his right to 
the whole, he would appropriate to himself any 
part of it, without that verbal fidelity which an ex- 
tract from the writings of another person would 
demand. In the printed speech this passage is as 
follows : — " Power without right is the most odious 
and detestable object that can be offered to the 
human imagination : it is not only pernicious to those 
who are stibject to it, but tends to its awn destruction. 

* Vide Essay on the Regency. 
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It u what my twble friend Lard Lyttkton has truly 
described itp Res detestabilis et cadaca." 

Fourthly, The motto in the same Essay, 
presents ns with another qnotation from Lord 
Chatham's speech. — " There is one ambition at 
leasts which I will nca renounce but with my life. 
It is the ambition of delivering to my posterity those 
rights of freedom which^I have received from my an-- 
cestors.—Earl of Chatham^ January 9, 1770." 

In this quotation, the words ^^ which I ever will 
acknowledge,*' should have been inserted after ^^ least J* 
By the alteration, as in the former example, Sir 
Philip again proves his uncontrollable property in 
the printed speech. But what does he say besides. 
" 4f^er the noble speaker of these words, no man has 
so good a right to make use of than as I have.** 
Perhaps it was not intended, but according to our 
present argument, there is a truth in this assertion 
beyond what strikes the eye ; for if his Lordship 
uttered the words, Sir Philip, who had given them 
to the public, had a better, title to them than any 
other man, ea:c€pt his Lordship. He further ob- 
serves : — " They express a principle on which Ihace 
acted, and I resort to them as my own." He bas- 
al ways been a firm friend to liberty : but why he' 
should resort to these expressions as his own, and 
with a right which no other man, but the speaker y 
is warranted to assume, is under any other sup* 
position than the above, incomprehensible. 
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Fifthly, Another quotation from the same 
speech occars at the beginning of Sir Philip's 
pamphlet on Paper Currency.-^" It was said by 
William Earl of Chatham forty years ago, or some- 
body has recotded if Jar hm, that it was a maxim 
he had observed through life, when he had lost his 
way, to stop short, lest, by proceeding without 
knowledge, and advancing from one false step to 
another, he should wind himself into an inextri- 
cable labyrinth, and never be able to recover the 
right road.** 

A doubt is here expressed as to the authority 
for this observation : either Lord Chatham said it, 
bv somebody has reoordtd it far him. If Sir Phi li p 
means to say that he could not recollect from 
"which of these sources the observation proceeded, 
the accuracy, with which the quotation is given, 
contradicts the insinuation ; for he who remembers, 
the exact words of a long quotation, cannot but 
call to mind the authority also. With his recollec- 
tion then of the authority, what reason can be 
given for this unwillingness to state it ? 

Admitting that Sir Philip was the person who 
first recorded the remark, the answer is ready. 
Prudential motives might prevent his acknowledg- 
ing the quotation to be taken from. his awn notes: 
and as to the doubt expressed whether Lord Chat- 
ham spoke the words, or whether they were only 
attributed to him by another, no person but the 
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iieporter, conscious of his own share in the speech, 
and of what helonged to the orator, would have 
dreamt of such a distinction. 

The debate, as printed by Ahnon, consisted of 
a speech bj Lord Chatham, another by Lord 
Mansfield, and the reply of the first speaker. The 
intermediate speech is authenticated to proceed 
from the same pen, by the following remark. — 
'^ This noble Lord's answer (taken also from the 
same gentleman's notes^ it is necessary to insert, 
on account of Lord Chatham's reply, which follows 
it." 

On the 22d of January, 1770, three other 
speeches in the House of Lords were reported by 
Sir Philip Francis, and published with the pre- 
ceding. That no doubt can exist from what quar- 
ter they were obtained, the remark which intro- 
duces them will testify. 

*^ This speech [of the Marquis of Rockingham], 
the answer of the Duke of Grafton, and Lord 
Chatham's reply, are printed from the notes of tb& 
same gentleman who communicated the three pre- 
ceding speeches. They have none of them been 
printed before. It was necessary to insert Lord 
Rockingham's and the Duke of Grafton's speeches, 
because they were introductory to Lord Chat* 
ham's*." 

• Almon's Anecdotes of the Earl of Chatham, ii. 108. 
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AH the fKooSs, tbere&neij which gufie oertaintjr 
to our affirmation respecting the fermer, are eqoally 
valid in determining the origin of the pretcttt 
speeches, and withont inither question tiioy ooght 
to be considered as equally .prooeedtng from §k 
PiHiLiP FiiANCis. But evidence of a direct aa- 
tore is found even here, which, in connection ividi 
what has been detailed, must carry irresistible con-> 
viction. Sir Philip F&Aifcis avows hb title to 
this latter speech. He m^ anhf quotes it, bnt ww 
present at its detivery. In his pamphlet on Fbper 
Currency, are these remarkable words. — 

^^ Let ihe war take its course ; or, as I heard 
Linrd Chatham declare in the House of Lords, with 
a monarch's voice, let discord prevail tok 

EVER." . 

The Speech says, '^ If the breach in the con-* 
stftution be efiectnally repaired, the people will of 
themselves return to a state of tranquillity : if not, 
MAT: DISCORD PREVAIL FOR EVER^.** The Sen- 
tence is in both cases printed in small capitals, as 
an acknowledgment of its peculiar emphasis. It 
should also be observed, that frequent as are these 
quotations from the speeches in question, I knoir 
of no other instances wherein Sir Philip has al- 
luded to, or transcribed any expressions made use 
of by Lord Chatham in other printed speedies. 

* AJ]Boa*t Anecdotes of the Earl^Chstbam^ ii. iij). 

L 
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To the foregoing direct appeals to the sentiments 
of Lord Chatham, might be added the extraordi^^ 
nary internal evidence of identity which both these 
speeches exhibit. But as I have no intention to 
beg the question^ or to bespeak beforehand the 
suffrages of the reader, that ulterior influence 
arising from this part of our subject, shall be left 
till we meet with it in its proper place. At present 
we have to attend to the circumstantial details con- 
nected with this stage of our inquiry ; and these, 
let us remember, consist of the important facts, 
that in conformity with the practice of Junius, 
Sir Philip Francis took notes of two of Lord 
Chatham's speeches, which he subsequently re- 
ported ; that the speeches, so reported by Sir 
Phi LI p were made at the opening of that particular 
session, in which Juki us anticipated the discom- 
fiture of the ministerial party ; that they were de- 
livered, at the very time when he expected things ' 
would take the turn from which Woodfall should 
hww him by his works ; that then the crisis was ap- 
proaching, at which with the assistance of Lord 
Chatham^ he had no doubt he should conquer them 
at last : all which expressions plainly shew that he 
ielt thie utmost interest in the success of those de- 
bates ; and lead us to expect, that if any speeches 
were deemed worthy of bdng preserved by J u ni u s, 
it would be those for which we are indebted to 
Sir Philip Francis. 
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One remark more^ and we have done with this 
part of our subject. When Woodfall refused to 
insert Mr. Burke's speech unless it underwent cer- 
tain altemtions^ Junius complied with the con- 
dition, changing the offensive expressions, and 
giving it by his prefatory letter a different character. 
Tliis seems to have been done out of respect to 
Woodfall, and in deference to his feelings on the 
subject. But the claims of friendship thus satis- 
fied, Junius without delay sent the perfed: original 
to another printer, who had " fewer scruples." 
This was Almon, the same person for whom Sir 
Philip Francis drew up the two reports which 
contain Lord Chatham's speeches. But might not 
the preference which Junius gave to Almon be 
accidental, and a solitary instance ? By no means ; 
a striking proof of this appears in the following 
statement, and, if I was not afraid of increasing 
this volume to. an unreasonable size, I could pro- 
duce a great number of simiUir caises: — Junius 
sent soihe poetry to Woodfall, which the author 
of a r^cetit Io<iuiry^, i^ho relates the circumstance, 
considers '^ evjd^tly written for Mr. JVoodfalCs 
personal gratification ; as from internal evidence, 
the Poem could neoer haoe been intended for publi- 
cation J* It begins thus :— 

• Inquiry, &c. with reference to Mr. Glover, p. 7. 
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ft 

" HARRY AND NAN*. 

" AM BLBOT IN TBiS HANim OT TIBULLVI. 

^* Cao Apollo resist, or a poet refuse, 

When Harry and Nancy solicit the muse ? 

A statesman, who makes the whole natigo his care, 

And a nyinph, who is almost as chaste as she's fair." 

Mr. Glover^s advocate^ who properly infers ^'irom 
reading the private noted of Junius to Woodfall, 
—that the author had a personal regard far hm^ and 
that he knea> him thoroughly ^ — may perceive^ by 
taming to the Political R.^;ister for Jnne^ 1768^ 
that the above Poem was not written for Mr. 
Woodfijrs sole amusement. He received it for 
msertion in the Pablic Advertiser, bnt as he did 
not dioose to print it, Junius^ as before^ saids it 
to Almom, who published the whide Poem without 
hesitation. So that it appears not only that Junius 
had a r^ard for Woodfall, in which he resembled 
Sir Philip Francis, bnt that the next printer^ to 
whom iStn^ former had reconrse, was equally distui- 
gnished by the favours of the latter. 

* Dake of Gnfion and Nancy Pkvons. 
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CHAPTER X. 

Sir Philip Fravcis, soon after his retam from 
India in 1781 5 obtained a seat in Pkurliament^ and 
greatly distilignished himself by the part he took 
in the impeachment of Warren Hastings^ and in 
all the discnssions connected with the interests of 
India. In the conrse of these exertions, it may 
naturally be inqnired, how conld he condnci him- 
self so as to support the character o£ Junius for 
eloquence, without revealing at the same time the 
secret of his identity. Mr. Burke had said of 
Junius, — ^ Were he a member of that House, 
what might not be expected from his knowledge 
his firmness, and integrity ? He would be easify 
known by his contempt of all danger, by his pene- 
tration, by his yigour. Nothing would escape 
his vigilance and activity. Bad ministers could 
conceal nothing from his sagacity ; nor could pro^ 
mises nor threats induce him to conceal any thing 
from the public.** What then were the peculiar 
circumstances which, in the case of Sir Philip, 
prevented the character of Junius fitim discover- 
ing itself, as Mr. Burke had predicted? 
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To answer this question properly^ it is requisite 
to consider how much of the character of Junius 
could have been displayed in the House of Com- 
mons. Had he manifested the same daring spmt 
there which animated his anonymous productions^ 
he certainly would have been known. But who 
would have the hardihood to sustain this part of 
his character ? Not Junius. He knew it would 
have been his destruction ; — ht was sure he should 
mt sufvive a discaoery three days*. Mr. Burke^ 
therefore^ evinced an uncommon ignorance of hu- 
man nature^ if he expected that conduct to be pur- 
sued by Junius in Parliament^ which was one of 
his chief charact^stics only because he was un- 
known. Of the same unfounded nature was his 
expectation that Junius would be known by his 
knmkdgey his jirmmsSy and integrity. The two 
latter qualities are stilly thank Heaven^ too common 
for any member to be exclusively distinguished for 
possessing them. And as for his knowledge, not 
only would any man teasonajbly dread to declare in 
his own person the facts revealed by Junius ; but 
•at the time Sir Philip was a member of the 
House^ he had not those secret means of acquir- 
ing information, which he possessed when the 
Letters were written. 

Nothing remains then by whieh he might hare 

• Jcinua^ i. p. »2da Prifate Lcher to WoodWL 
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been discoyered^ bnt the force and splendoar oiF his 
- eloquence. And of this how little can be expected^ 
when we recollect the labour which Junius con- 
fessedly bestowed upon his writings to fit them 
for the public eye. ^* Such finished forms of coin- 
position/' says the author of the Essay, '^ bear in 
themselves the most evident marks of elaborate 
forecast and revisal ; and the Author rather boast- 
ed of the pains he had bestowed upon them, than 
attempted to conceal his labour*.*" This difficulty 
of composition in the case of Junius arose jfrom 
his great scrupulousness in the choice of words ; 
and this habit, without being counteracted by 
public speaking, would of course impede that copia 
.fondly by the aid of which an orator in general re- 
touches his piece till it equals his first conception. 
All that remains then to be ascertained is, whether 
there was any impediment of this description to 
the oraiorial\ powers of Sir Philip Francis. 

By his own account, he was deficient in that 
easy flow of words which is necessary to form a 
perfect speaker. Many of his addresses to the 
House are introduced with an apology for this de- 
fect. On the motion for receiving the. petition of 
Captain Williams, accused of the murder of Mus^ 

• JuHius, L p. •91. Preliminary Essay. 

t This word^ which is used by Juki us^ occurs in no Diction- 
ary, nor, as far as I can ascertain, in any work prior to his time 
with the exception of I>r. Jhifim'j Dejno^thenes. 
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tapba Cftira> Siif Philip said^ ^^he neTor rq^rett6i 
the weM (^ a ready ddiomf of his thoughts m ad*- 
dressing the House, more than on the present oc- 
casion, wbich> in his opimcm, deserved the ap- 
plicatioD, and would justify the exertion of the 
greatest eloquence and abilities in the Hoose of 
CmnmoDs*.** 

Again. — ^' I am not accostomed to speak in 
public ; and I very much fear^ that although/what 
I have to say is dear enough in my own miad^ it 
will appear in great disorder*!".'* 

This constant embarrassment is alluded to at 
the commencement of almost every long speech* — 
^^ Sir, I am thoroughly conscious of my own infir- 
mities. I cannot hope to make rmfself understood, 
m&SA I am heard without impatience or interrup- 
tion. Even signs and gestures are sufficient to dis^ 
concert meX*^ 

And in his speech on Mr. Pitt's India bill, he 
addressed the House as follows. — 

^' Tliero is one preliminary word, including a 
solicitation, which I shall offisr to the House, and 
■particcdarly to the Right Hon. Gentleman who 
brought in the bill. It is» that they would sepa- 
iftte and distinguish the substance of what I have 
to submit to their consideration, from my numner 

* Mr. Francis*8 Spe«ch> Parliamentary DthaJUs, xzvil. 940. 

t ■■: 8d July, 17S4. 

I Vide Ptoceedingi on (ha Slave Tiade, p. SO. 
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af ikSfoenng it. That the honourable gantteittaa 
himself^ if^ through the disorder and embamusment 
with which I may speak^ he can discoycr and collect 
the force and meaning of what I would express, 
and if that meaning should appear to him to de- 
serve consideration, he wiU, in the first place, allow 
it due weight on his own mind ; and the^, if he 
should think fit to answer me, that he will give my 
argovients the advantage of his own expressions^ 
and encounter them in the armour with whicli he 
himself shall have invested them*.** 

Here then is the admission of a defect, by which 
the eloquence of Junius would he unable to make 
an adequate impression on the auditor. Had opr 
portnnities been takea in early life to prevent or 
remove this impediment, the English Demosthenes 
might have more nearly resembled his great pro- 
totype. But another reason is assigned by Burke 
himself, and Sir Philip Francis gives it his sanc- 
tion by having recorded it, why the eloquence 
which distmguishes an Essay or Letter could not 
be felt in an oral address. ^^ / haoe heard Md^ 
mund Burke say^ observes Sir Philip, ^^ that h 
was imposdble the political orations of Demogthems 
could have been iiaeUigilde to a popular assembly in 
their present close compact former This is the 
character of the Letters of Junius: they were 

* Mr. FRAyci8*8 Speech, 7th March, 17S6. 

t Vide note to Fravcis'b Horace, iii. 31S. Edit ISST* 
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classed at their first appearance with iboae Ora- 
tions: — 

" Rejoiced we see Demosthenes rerive. 
And his Philippics in thy writings live.*^ 

Thus the opinion of Mr. Burke, at another 
time, while it hears a singular relation to the suh* 
ject of our present dissertation, serves to explaiit, 
not less to our satisfaction than probably to that 
of Sir Phi LIP, the cause of his comparatiye want 
of power as an orator. The effect of this condens- 
ing habit on the mind of the wrher is as fatal to 
fluent speaking, as the cultivation of oratory is fo 
riose composition. And of the latter disadvantage 
Mr. Fox complained as feelingly as Sir Philip 
Francis does of the former: — Nihil est ab omm 
parte beatum. 

That these were the sole reasons why Sir Phili p 
did not realize the conception that had been enter- 
tained of the eloquence of Junius, is evident froiH 
alt bis corrected speeches, as well as irom the ex- 
tracts which adorn the present volune. He was 
Hot indifferent to bis future fame. In the whole 
compass of recorded speeches, there are none ia 
which the mens divini&ir, atque as magna smaturUm^ 
are more apparent than in those which are reported 
nndtr bis name. He seems in diis respect to have 
followed the example of Cicero, with almost eqoal 
auccessj as if he thought that at a future period^ 
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his written orations would be perused with equal 
admiration. 

Closely connected with, and frequently the 
cause of this defect in elocution, is a constitutional 
impatience and fervour of disposition. It is impos- 
sible to ascertain whether Junius was deficient in 
the requisites of a perfect orator ; but his irrita* 
hility is recorded by an authority from which there 
is BO appeal. 

In one of the private Letters to Woodfall this 
is shewn in a strong light. — " Surety you, haoe mis^ 
judged it wry much about the booh I could not have 
conceived it possibk that y(m could protract thepub- 
Nation so long. At this time^ particularly before 
Mr. Sawbridge^s motion, it xvould hctve been of sin- 
gular use. You have trifled too long with the public 
expectation. At a certain point of time the appetite 
palls. I fear you haoe already ha the season. The 
book, I am sure, wiU lose the greatest part oftheef* 
feit I expected from it. But I have done*.*' 

This warmth of tempeir is again manifested in 
one of his Letters to Wilkes respecting the resolu*« 
tions of the Bill of Bights* Society.—** You at least, 
Mr^ Wi&es, should have shewn more temper and 
prudence^ and a better knowledge of mankind. 
No personal respects whatsoever should have per- 

* Juvi08« i *249. Private Letter to Woodfall. 
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suaded,^ to concar in these ridictiloiis resola- 
tions. But my awn zealj Ipercewe^ betrmfs me : I 
will endeavour tokeip a better guard upon mjf tender ^ 
and apply to your judgment in the most cautions 
and measured language*.** 

That ^^mhia natural tenfetfy ke toaa qmck^ kri- 
table^ md mpetmus^ is one of the diaiacteriirtics 
which ^' he who cannot produce,*^ says the writer 
^ the Preliminary £ssay> ^' is in vain brou{^ 
forward as the Author of the Letters of JuNius^f-.** 

On this stibject, Sir Philip gives us some rea- 
son to belieye that he possessed a kindred spirit 
with our Author. Speaking of his quarrel with 
Mr. Hastings^ he observes, '^ We are both, I be- 
lieve, men of a temper too warm to be capable of 
lasting resentments j:. And again in his speech 
on an inquiry into the conduct of Captain WiU 
liams; — 

^^ It was his purpose on this occasion to say 
things strong, severe, and personal ; and if he 
should be thought to exceed the bounds qf mode* 
ration, he desired it might not be imputed to a 
haOy impatience oftemperj to wbkh ke was iufpoted 
to be more mbject than other mm; &r he said diem 
coolly and delib«ratdy, and after havii^ maturely 



* Ju viut« i. •sry. Private Letter to Wilkei. 

♦ » i. •QQ. Prelimmarf Eaay. 
% Mr. FiUkHCif *fl Speech^ July %, 17S4. 
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reflected on their cause, and on dieir conse- 
qnences *.** 

Agam, when he was accused of placing hiinself 
on an eqinlitj with the ktwyers in mattei^ of legal 
o/mion, he rebuts the diaa^e in the foHdwing 
manner.^^^ Mndi hu been sbid of my character, 
ffmch of my temper. I have by one Icfamed gen* 
tleman, not how ipresent (the Master of tiie Rolls), 
been accused of comparing myself widi him, and 
with others dPhis profession* Siidli*a comparison 
I never presnined to mlAse* Amtgaace is one 
thing; pOukmis another. PiUmn 1 have eoer con-^ 
cefbedfobetm honesty opim^ mdmanbf emotion of the 
mind: ahtigabee, on th^ cdhtitery, I take to be a 
cold, delibeiMe, iSKnt^iM thmg. / mmf haoe 
nuuk me of warm oMfOMomait iangwige perfa^M, 
but I was never guilty of the fireiNDaiption and ar- 
rogance whidi has been impnt^ed Co-me-f*.** 

Junius also says, ^^ Forgive this passionate 
language. I am miiMe to cbrrect k. The tnh- 
jeet comes home to ns all. It is the hmgnage of 
my heartij;,** 

Nothing is more common with meti of qnick 
feeUngs and eager hopes, thto a sudden revulsion 
boidering on despair. Currente retro funis eat rota. 
Were these alternations not perceptible in the ■♦erit- 

• Mr. Frakcis'b Speech, Parllartienlarjr Debates, xxvii. «40. 
t , February 86, 1788. 

t Juviuf , ii. 34«, ugDatnre, Juviui. 
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ings of Junius, I should still infer their existence^ 
from the ardour he displays on those subjects 
which interest him. But we have positive ' evi- 
dence, which renders all conjecture unnecessarjr. 
In a letter to his printer, Junius says, *' I really 
doubt whether I shall write any more under this 
signature* I am weary of attacking a set of brutes, 
whose writings are too dull to furnish me even 
with the materials of contaition, and whose mea*-* 
sures are too gross and direct, to be the subject of 
argument, or to require illustration*.** After this 
his zeal returns, and he pursues his object with re- 
doubled energy. Yet again he relapses into his 
former discontent.-^^^ What an abandoned, prosti*- 
luted ideot is your Lord Mayor ! The shameful 
mismanagement which brought him into office, 
gave me the first and an unconquerabk disgust^.'' 
His last letter is in the same strain. — ^^ I meant 1[: 
the cause and the public. Both are given up. I 
feel for the honour of this country, when I see that 
there are not ten men in it, who will unite and 



• Junius, i. *173. Priyate Letter to Woodfiill. 

t , i. #260. Ditto. 

t Francis. — " If we reallj/ mean ihe public scrmcc, if we mean to 
save Colonel Goddard's SLTmj, and to provide for the security of the 
Coinpany*8 possessbns, let us not obstinately shut our eyes to the evU 
denoe before us.** (Afimtftf^ 1 1th Jm. 177^* No. i66. Jfp. to SMk 
Beport.)^ 

Junius. — ** It is time for those who realty fnean th€ Came and 
i^PeapUr (il.346.) 
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fttand together upon, any one question. But it is 
all alike vile and contemptible/' 

The same oscillation between confidence and 
despondency is visible on the part of Junius, 
through the whole of his correspondence with 
Woodfall. That Sir Philip was also subject to 
the law of repulsion as well as of attraction might 
be expected^ but it forms too prominent a feature 
in his character, to be overlooked. Ervery thing 
that has been written proves it to have consd^ 
tated the ordinary process of his mind : the traces 
are discerjiible no less in the minutes which record 
his opinions in India, than in his l^te pamphlet on 
Paper Currency. From, the former we shall select 
a few examples, one of which concludes in the 
words of that passionate Letter to Woodfally 
quoted at page 1^5. 

"I believe no man living will sariously attribute 
to me the character of a determined and inveterate 
adversary of the British nation. It is well known 
to every man in India, that if Mr. Wheler's ad- 
vice, and mine^ for these three years past had been 
regarded, or if our unremitted efforts had availed 
any thing, this government would not have been 
in the distressing situation to which it is reduced 
by a series of other measures, adopted and pursued 
in opposition to our sentiments. But I have done 
with controversy*." 

• 2d October, 1780. App* No. 33, Article 2. 
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^' I shall ghre die Board no fartkar traubk on 
this question, nor perhaps on amf other. I sttt too 
sensible that it is giriiig both them and myself a 
▼ery useless trouble^ J" 

'^ I will not, my Lokxl, add a useless apology 
to the tronUe I have afeready ^ven yon* ^if &e 
contents of this letter ahonld not justify die length 
of it, I have nodiing to {dead but die wmeerrorttf 
Judgment which has wi^brmljf g&oerntd niy cmEbscty 
and from which no -man has hitherto mffmd wy 
thing hat fmi9df\^ 

Other ezam[des will strike the reader's mind 
as we proceed ; bat the passage alhuled to, from 
^^ Pbper Currency,"* is too mudi in the style and 
tone of JuKius*s final Letter to Woodfall to be 
omitted. 

^' Not long ago an opportunity came of itself, 
of stating some new opinions of my own on the 
subject of a reform in die House of Commons, to 
a member of Parliament, of whose integrity no 
man can be better satisfied than I am. I took the 
liberty of saying to him, — ^ Sir, do whatever you 
think right, for its own sake, and nev^ look to po- 
pularity for siqiport or reward. Honest fame will 
follow you, if you deserve it. The very peapk 
v^Hm you seroe^ may be turned at any moment 



* Sth September^ 1777- App. Na 79, Article 2. 
t Letter to JLofd Norths 1777, p. 83. 
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dgaimt yM^ by a cry, or a signal, and run you down 
Jbr your pains. Your awn hounds, any fine tnoming, 
had as Utf hunt the huntsman as the hare. As to 
parliamentary reform^ I have tried it enou^ to be 
convinced that it never can be adopted on any 
sonnd principle, that conld at once be safe in its 
operation, and effective to its purpose. The peo- 
ple are well enough represented. The milk throws 
np the cream. No change in the form will mend 
the materials. I am snre yon will find it, as I have 
done, a vain attempt to build Grecian temjdes 
with brickbats and rubbish." P. 47. 

Another remarkable pecnliarity, wherein the 
character of Sir Philip bears out the general idea 
entertained of Junius, is in the circumstance of 
his connection with the sister coufitry. It has heea 
repeatedly asserted ever since the first appearance 
of the Letters, that the Author '^ must necessarily 
have been of Irish descent or Irish education^," 
and on that account Mr. Burke was the more ge- 
nerally suspected. While the editor of the last 
edition of Junius gives his opinion against this 
supposition, he acknowledges that it was enter- 
t^ed by those ^' who have critically analyzed 
the stylcf-," of Junius. Whatever may be 



• Junius^ i. p. 88. Preliminary Essay, 
t , Ditto. 
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donbted is anworthy of much notice ; but I think 
that traces of this kind are plainly visible^ wd it 
is carious to see how the slightest peculiarities are 
explained by the life of Sir Philip Fhaxcis. 
The memoirs inform us that he '' was born in 
Dublin, on the 22d of October, 1 740, old style f 
■—that ** he received ihejirst elements of his educa- 
tion under Thomas Ball^ who succeeded Dr. Dun-- 
kin (names well known in Ireland), and who kept 
a school in Ship Street. In the beginning of 1 750^ 
ke came to England. 

Here then we find just that degree of connec-* 
tion with Ireland, which was likely to give a slight 
characteristic tinge, but no decided nationality, to 
the expressions of tlie Author. A youth who ac- 
quired no more than the rudiments of learning in 
his native country, and who quitted it altogether 
when he was ten years old, however he might over- 
come the habits of his youth, would still find it 
difficult to forget entirely the phraseology with 
which he was first familiar. In all his composi- 
tions, Junius laboured cxcessi\'ely to make hi^ 
style pure and classical, yet rich in English idiom ; 
and he generally succeeded. Bat in the Mis- 
cellaneous Letters are still to be found many over- 
sights : that they were partly owing to the cause 
now mentioned, is at least a probable conjecture ; 
and it serves in some measure to explain the rea* 
son of that labor linue, which to many persons has 
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appeat^ so much beyond the necessity of the 
case. — In the use of the word colkgiarij he differs 
so much from the custom of the English universi- 
ties^ that he could not have received his education 
there ; and on this ground Malone advances one 
of his arguments against concluding Hamilton to be 
Junius: — " Having been educated at the univer- 
sity of Oxford, he never would have used the term 
coLLKGiAy, for an academic or a gownsman*.** 
The word, however, is proper in Dublin, in which 
university Dr. Francis received his education, and 
took his degree. Sii' Philip would, therefore, be 
very likely to adopt the expression : it would be 
first suggested to him by the example of his father; 
and the impression thus made not being after- 
wards effaced, it would most naturally fall in his 
way whenever an occasion offered. 

But the employment of this word, besides giv- 
ing rise, among other instances, to the suspicion 
that Junius was a native of Ireland, also corro- 
borates the general opinion that he was not edu* 
cated at an English university. Hiis, indeed, he 
almost acknowledges in one of his Letters to Sir 
W, Draper : — An academical education has given 
you an unlimited command over the most beautiful 
figures of speech/* And the same inference may 

* Pbrliameiitaiy Logic^ Preface, xxxiii. 

M S 
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be drawn from a sentence in one of his Letters to 
Home : — " This may be logic at Cambridge *.** 
Yet his Letters abound with classical aJlnsions and 
quotations^ and he seems in no respect defective in 
scholastic attainments. 

Of a character perfectly similar, Sir Philip 
Francis is an acknowledged scholar, without 
having studied at either university. There is in 
all his writings a frequent and happy reference to 
the Greek and Roman authors^ but especially to 
the latter ; and in Horace he has proved himself 
a very sound and ingenious critic. To the tuition 
of so profound and elegant a scholar as Dr. Fran^ 
CIS, maybe ascribed this femiliarity with the works 
of the ancients : and the advantages afforded him 
in this respect, would amply supply, if they did 
not surpass, those which are usually met with in a 
college education. 

Even in externals the resemblance between Sir 
Fhilif Francis and Juntos is remarkably per- 
fect. The stature of the latter may be ascertained 
from a perusal of his Letters. It is the custom 
only of tall men to attach, very commonly, the epi- 
thet " littli" to those whom they are inclined to 
treat with disrespectful freedom. We seldom find 
one of a middle size guilty of this ; it too nearly 

* Junius, ii.dl5. Signattue, Junius. 
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concerns himself: if he employs the term, it either 
loses its force, or recoils upon him with an utiplea* 
sant efiect. The slightest observation will confirm 
the above remark. If thai in Junius we see the 
word littk assigned to many different individuals, 
we may conclude that the person of the writer was 
of an opposite description. Should it appear that 
this is a habit in which he frequently indulges ; 
and that some individuals, not much, if any thing, 
below the common standard, are thus distinguish- 
ed ; we may judge by the same rule, that the 
denominator was himself a taller man than ordi- 
nary. 

To this* class Junius most certainly belongs. 
His liberal sprinkUng of the inglorious attribute 
among those who had the * honour of his no-t 
tice, may be collected from the following ex-^ 
amples. 

^' I don't so much question Mr. Hervey*s being 
able to give good advice, as .that other littk nuuis 
being either willing or able to follow it* f alluding 
to Lord Barrington, who is again styled '^ ny little 
lordfr 

Mr. Chamier is scarcely ever mentioned but as 
Uttk Shammy — a tight, active littk fellow-— a littk 
gambling broker— /i«fc Waddlewell— /if^^fc 3 per 

^ Juvius, iii. 279, signature, Testis. 
t J iii. 449, s]goalaie« Scorns. 
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cents reduced — a wonderiiil GirgiskUe — 9l little 
whiffling broker, &c. &c*. 

Mr. Ellis is a Utile piece of machinery— fi///e 
Ellis — little mannikin Ellis f — " Welbore Ellis, 
WHAT SAY you;}:? — Speak out Grildrigi^r 

This presumptive proof that Junius was him- 
self a tall man, receives strength from the follow- 
ing description of his person, extracted from a note 
in the last Edition of the Letters. 

'^ Mr. Jackson, the present respectable prc^rie* 
tor of the Ipswich Journal, was at this time in the 
employment of the late Mr. Woodfall> and he ob- 
served to the Editor, in September last, that he 
once saw a tall gentleman dressed in a light coat, 
with bag and sword, throw into the office door open- 
ing in Ivy Lane, a Letter of Junius's which he 
picked up : and immediately followed the bearer of 
it into St. PauFs Churt^h-yard, where he got into a 
hackney coach, and drove oflF|l ." This was cer- 
tainly the conveyancer if not the Auttior of thi^ 
Letters : and the anecdote is the more entitled to 



* JoNias, iii. 425, signature^ Vetbrait^ 

t ■ ■ , ii. 129. Notcby Juarius. 

X This carious interrc^ive occuis in one of Sit Philip*!! laleal 
publications. — '< Abraham,- wha,t say you ? Quid ais, diUcissim^ 
terum f " (Paper Currency ^ p. 40.) 

J , ii. S3Q, signature^ Philo-Juvivs^ 

II Junius, i. 43. PrelimiQaTy Easay. 
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attention, becanse the fignre of the gentleman agrees 
with that idea of his person which Junius had 
led us to conceive. 

Some persons are inclined to dwell on thttse 
particulars more than on moral evidence— ^rmixm 
aliquam J^uramque quarebant. I confess that I 
am inclined to place dependance upon Mr. Jack- 
son's testimony, and should have felt dissatisfied in 
no slight degree, had it not been perfectly recon* 
cileable with my opinion of the Author. Sir Philip 
Francis resembks, in person, the gentleman seen 
by Mr. Jackson. For the satisfaction of those who 
have never seen Sir Philip, his portrait is prefixed 
to this volume, in confirmation of our statement. 
The original picture, painted by Lonsdale, was co* 
pied by the engraver of the present, in the plate 
to the Monthly Mirror for May, 1810. 

I know not in wh^X costume Sir Philip usually 
appeared at the time the Letters were written, but 
from the fashion of the time, and his rank, and 
age, it could not be very different from that which 
Mr. Jackson describes. 

On the character of the portrait we may specu- 
• late with greater certainty. Though physiognomy 
is not idways to be depended on, yet when the 
countenance seems the mirror of the mind, we ac- 
knowledge the accordance with pleasure, and feel 
the force of it on the general question. Let the 
reader endeavour to recollect the characteristics ot 
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Junius^ so as to conceive them visibly embodied, 
atid he will not be able to form a better picture in 
his imagination than the one before him. It is a 
most correct portrait of Sir Phiup, and highly 
expressive of his countenance and spirit. 



j 
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CHAPTER XI. 



We have hitherto been oocapied with the state- 
ment and diBcossion of circumstance^ proving that 
Sir Philip Fbancis was Junius. The conrse of 
onr investigation now leads ns to consider the 
cpimons they mntnally held on several important 
sabjects^ wliich species of agreement, though sub- 
ordinate in point of proof to the more direct 
evidence before detailed^ is yet capable of adding 
greatly to the force of omr aignment. 

But though we profess to have departed from 
the relation of plain^ indisputable facts^ it will be 
seen that many such are to be arrived at through 
the mediimi of recorded opinions. Of this kind is 
the proof which we now submit to the reader, diat 
Sir Phi UP Francis was '^ acquainted with English 
judicature/' in a d^ree sufficient for the Author of 
JuNius's Letters^ though^ like the latter^ not a 
lawyer by profession ; and what is a more decided 
bcmd of union between the two^that the sentiments 
Sir Philip entertained respecting the profession of 
the laWf and those who practise it; were perfectly in 
unison with the declarations of Junius. 
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In that fiue speech on the mnrder of Mnstapba 
Cawn, '^ Mr. Francis^ addressing himself to the 
Crown Lawyers, observed, that whereas it had 
been urged by them that penal statutes ought to 
be construed strictly, he fully assented to that pro» 
position ; but he insisted that the learned gentle- 
men did not adhere to their own rule, whei¥ they 
maintained that the present case did not fall within 
the intent and meaning of the statute of the 33d 
of Henry the 8th. This statute says, ^ aU murdws 
within the king's dominions or without:' not a 
word of British subjects. What right have the 
lawyers to say that none but British sulgects were 
intended? What right have they to a particular 
construction of general words ? Is not the killing 
a foreigner as much a murder as any other? But 
it is said, tliat no man has yet been tried for the 
murder of a man under that statute. Perhaps in 
fyct it may be so. Perhaps the case never o<v 
curred. But docs it follow that because you may 
never have bad the same occasion which you have 
now to resort to this statute, you may not resort 
to it when the case occui*s ? It coukl not in the na- 
ture of things be a statute mncb in common use. 
There was another statute of the SSth of the same 
king against piracy, the words of which were 
exactly the same with that of the 33d. Yet under 
ihat of the 28th, William Townsend had been 
tried at the Admiralty Sessions 'on the 1st of No«^ 
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yember, t781^ for the murder of Gerrardo - Sil- 
vestrino, master of a Venetian ship^ about 70 
leagues from Cape St. Vincent, and stated in the 
indictment to be in the dominions of Portugal; 
and for this murder of a foreigner, on the high 
seas, without the king's dominions, the murderer 
had been convicted and executed. He challenged 
the lawyers to state, if they could, any diflference 
between the two statutes as to the point in ques- 
tion. The Attorney General had asked, with great 
gravity, how would it be possible for him to frame 
the indictment; how could he insert in it those 
essential words, ' against the peace of our sove* 
reign lord the King T and this had been insisted on 
as a grand insurmountable difficulty. Unlearned 
as he was, he would undertake to gvce those teamed 
persons the information they wanted. First then he 
informed them that those words, though usual^ 
were not necessary in an indictment. Had they 
eoer heard of Hawkins' Pleas of the Crown ? He 
understood it was a book of great authority. 
Would they listen to it? would they suffer their 
teaming to bend to it ? The words of Hawkins arc; 
^ It hath been adjudged not to be necessary in an 
indictment of death, to alledgo that the person 
killed was in the peace of God and of our Lord 
the King, &c. though such words are commonly 
put into indictments ; for they are not words of 
substance.' As to the clause that the act done was 



172 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

against the peace of the Kingy the same author says 
that ^ there are four precedents without it in 
Coke*8 Entries, two of them for different homi- 
cides^ and that Rasiats Precedents, both of indict* 
ments of felony, and of inferior offences, do as 
often omit the words contra pacem, as make use of 
them/- 

** Nevertheless,*' said Mr- Francis, ^ if the 
Attorney General still thinks that the words agaimt 
the peace of the King are indispensable, / take it 
upon me to inform him, that they may be made nse 
of, not only without violence to, bat in the fairest 
Construction of the statute. Every thing created 
by that statute for the trial of murders committed 
without the king's dominions is founded on a l^al 
fiction, a wise, a useful, and a salutary fiction of 
the law, for securing the great end of justice; 
namely, that the crime, though in fact committed 
on the other side of the globe, was supposed and 
taken to be committed in some county of Eng- 
land. This was the direct and avowed fiction of 
the law itself: but the moment it was admitted 
that the act in question was done in a county of 
England, it followed of course, it was a conse- 
quence unavoidable, that the crime was against the 
peace of the King, and all the pretended difficulty 
about framing the indictment was annihilated.** 

*' Mr. Francis concluded with saying, that 
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as to the present case, he had done e&ough and 
would do no more. If the world should be of 
opinion that the cause of public justice is deserted^ 
let it rest with the great inquest of the nation, 
which refuses to inquire. Let it rest with the ex- 
ecutive government, which refuses to execute the 
laws. Let it rest with die law ofiicerd of the 
crown, who are bound, er officio, to inform against 
crimes. Th^ who have the power are vested with 

• 

the trust. Their duty is inched in their station. 
They have no right to expect that individuals 
should perform it for them* The fate of the mo- 
tion I see is decided. Nothing is left for me but 
to lament, aa I do ivith the deepest concerti, that 
it should be in the power of So very little law, to 
get the better of so many motives of policy, justice^ 
and benevolence, as belong to the present ques- 
tion, and have been urged in support of it without 

the shadow of a reply*." - 

'^ In the course of this night the House would 
hear abundance of legal and technical argument, 
more likely to perplex thmi to enlighten their minds ; 
he therefore humbly recommended to those gentie: 
men, who, like himsdf, were not learned, to ask 
their own understanding what was reasonable, to ask 
their own conscience what was just, and leave it 
to the kai^ned profession toprpve, if they could', that 

* PadiamenUry Debates^xxvii. 350. 
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that which was neither just nor reasonable, might 
nevertheless he perfectly legal ^.'^ 

" // beioiigs to the learning of these gentlemen to 
vroohe, and to their prudence not to decide."* 

" In the name of God and common sense, what 
have we gained by consulting these learned persons f 
It is really a strange thing, bat it is certainly tme, 
that the learned gentlemen on that side of the 
Honse^ let the subject be what it may^ always be- 
gin their speeches with a panegyric on their own 
integrity. You expect learning, and they give yon 
morals ; yon expect law^ and they give yon ethics; 
yon ask them for bread, and they give yon a stone. 
In point of honour and morality they are undoubt- 
edly on a level with the rest of mankind. But 
jwhy should they pretend to more ? Why should they 
insist on taking the lead in morality f Why shotdd 
they so perpetually insist upon their tpitegrity ; as if 
that were the objection in Umine ; as if that were 
the point in question ; as if that were the distin-- 
gtdshing characteristic, the prominent feature of the 
profession. Elquality is their right. I allow it. 
But that they have any just pretensions to a su- 
perior morality, to a pure, and eleoated probity, to- a 
frank, plain, simple, candid, unrefined integrity, be^ 
yond other men, is what I am not convinced of^ 
and never will admit. 

* Parlianentaiy Debates^ svii» I84g^^ 
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*^ On my principles, however, the damage we 
have sufiered is not very great. In attending to 
this learned gentleman wt have last nothing but our 
time; zve have wasted nothing but our p&tienc^^ 
The question before us may easily and can onlv be 
determined by ourseltres *.** 

From these extracts, in which every critic will 
recognize the mind and language of Junius, it 
would appear that Sir P* Francis entertained none 
of that profound respect for the opinions of law- 
yers, which, in some men operates to the exclusion 
of any appeal to their own understandings. How 
well this indifference for professional opinions ac- 
cords with the sentiments of Junius must be ob* 
vious to all who are acquainted with his writings. 
But we select a few examples* « • 

" As a Practical profession, the study of the law 
requires but a moderate portion of abilities. The 
learning of a pleader is usually ufmn a level with Jus 
integrity. The indiscriminate dcf&wc of right and 
wrong contracts the understanding while it corrupts 
the heart* Subtlety is s^on mistaken for wisdom, 
and impunity for virtue. If there/be any instances 
upon record, as some there are undoubtedly, of ^- 
nius and morality united in a lawyer, they are dis- 
tinguished by their singularity, and operate as dr- 
aptions^J' 

• Parliamentary Debates^ xxlii 431. 
t Jtifivs, iL 412. Sigpaluie, Jovins, 
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^^ I am no lamfcr by prqfesmny nor do.Ipre^ 
tend* to be mare deeply read than eoery EngUsbman 
should be in the laws of his country. Jf, therefmie, 
the principles I. maintain are truly constitntional^ I 
shall not think myself answered^ though I shonlcl 
be convicted o£ a mistake in terms^ or of misapply- 
itig the langoage of the law. / speak to the plain 
uhderstan^ng qfthepeopky and appeal to their ho^ 
nest^ liberal amstruction of me -f*.** 

^' Though I use the terms of arty do not injure 
me so nudch as to su^fect I am a lawyer. I had as 
lief be a Scotchman. It is the encooragement 
ghren to disputes about titles which has supported' 
liiat iniquitous prof ession at the expense of the com* 
munity J." 

To Lord Mansfield he says : *^ Learned as yon 
are and quick in apprehension^ few arguments are 
necessary to satisfy you, that you have done that 
which by law you were not warranted to do. Your 
conscience already tells you that yon have sinned 
against knowledge^ and that whatever defence you 
make contradicts your own internal conviction. 
But other men are willing to take the law upon trust. 
They rely upon authority, because they are too ind(h 

* Sir Philip has the same cast of expresston :— >" lamnoia mer- 
dkmi, nor do I pretend to any great skill in mercantile affiiirsy but this 
I know, &c. (Vide Pari Deb, xxxviii. 155.) 

t JuiriuSy i. II, Preface. - 

} <— — , i. 'SIS, Private Letter to Wtlkes. 
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knt to search for information ; or conceiving that 
there is some mystery in the laws of their country 
which lawyers are only qualified to explain, they dis- 
trust their judgment, and voluntarily renounce the 
right of thinking for themselves* P 

" As to lawyers, their profession is supported 
by the indiscriminate defence of right and wrong, 
and I confess I have not that opinion of their 
knowledge or integrity, to think it necessary that 
they should decide for me upon a plain constitutional 
questioner 

Many passages in the Letters of Junius, be- 
sides that wherein he affirms the fact, prove that 
he was no lawyer by profession. Among these, 
one of the most decisive is that in which he re- 
quests the assistance of Wilkes to tell him where 
" the formal legal argument lies;}:.'* 

As early as December, 1770, it appears that 
he was expecting to receive some assistance from 
Mr. WUkes :— " Why dotft I hear from Guild- 
hall ? If he trifles with me, he shall hear of it.* 
And might he not derive, if it was necessary, 
l^al advice through other similar channels ? It 
seems to me that an error has generally prevailed, 
in the belief that he was so completely shut out of 



* Junius, ii. 408, signature, Junius. 

t » i. *498> signature^ Philo-Jukius. 

% — — — , i. •287. Private Letter to Wilkes. 
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« 

society^ as Junius^ that he coald not ask an opinioa 
of any one. He corresponded with Wilkes for 
some time by the intervention of a chairman and 
the printer; and he also received through the 
medium of Woodfall several other communica- 
tions. At one time a pamphlet was submitted 
to his inspection, which from its size may be sup- 
posed to have been in manuscript: — " That large 
roll contained a pamphlet.'* And to come nearer 
to our present topic, Junius undoubtedly did re- 
ceive professional assistance in his celebrated 
Letter to Lord Mansfield ; else wherefore did he 
desire tzvo proofs to be sent him a fortnight before 
publication ? When that request was not com- 
plied with so soon as he expected, he observes,^ 
•* Your failing to send me the proofs, disappoints 
and distresses me extremely. It is not merely 
to correct the press (though even that is of 
consequence), but for another most material pur^ 
pose. This will be entirely defeated if you do not 
let me have the itco proofs on Monday morning. 

* * * ^ y^^ /'^^'^ ^^y/ ^^cgard for vwy or for the 
cause, let nothing hinder your sending the proofs 
on Monday*." The editor of the last edition 
in supposing that the Author had a " promise or 
expectation of legal assistance from some friendly 
quaiter," is therefore correct. — ^Tliis^ however,^doe» 

• Junius, i. ♦243. Private Letter to Woodfiill. 
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Hot prove that more than one person was directly 
concerned in the Letters ; since he who could 
secretly correspond with Wilkes, might as easily 
find means to gain from another the legal inform^^ 
ation which he wanted. 

But without entering further into these pafticu-^ 
lars, we may conclude that on tlie subject of law 
and lawyers, the identity between Juxius and Sir 
Philip is too clear to admit of any diflFerence of 
opinion. That dislike to special-pleading distinct 
tions, — ^to ^^ the insolence of office," — and to the 
pretence of an exclusive right in lawyers to deter^ 
mine whatever comes within the verge of a legal 
question, — that display of a considerable know-^ 
ledge of the law both in practice and theory, in 
one who is not a lawyer, — and that confidence 
with which each reposes on his own judg- 
ment, — are features which give the character so 
peculiar ati aspect, as to distinguish it firom every 
other. 

It will terminate this chapter with a quota- 
tion in point, and still further illustrate the inde- 
pendent spirit of Sir Philip Francis, if we give^ 
from his speech on Mr. Pittas India Bill, the pas- 
sage alluded to by his biographer, in which he de-^ 
fends himself from the attacks of Lord Chancellor 
Thurlow. 

" He had now gone through the second divi- 
sion of the bilL Before he proceeded to the third, 

N 2 



180 JUNIUS JDENTIFIED. 

he had an appeal to make to the honour and to 
thejustice of the House. It was of a nature so 
personal, that it would probably excite their curio- 
sity; but it was also connected with the public 
service. It had a natural and a necessary relation 
to the general object of the present bill, and there- 
fore deserved their attention. It concerned the 
service of the public in future, that the character of 
men, who had faithfully and honourably dis- 
charged the duties of a high station, should be 
protected from reproach. The insults offered to 
the memory of such men, contributed to deter others 
from following their example, — were injurious to 
the community,— and ought to be resented with 
universal indignation. It was not of himself he 
spoke ; — that spirit of presumption did not belong 
to him. He was proud of the fortune that con- 

' nected his name and united his labours with those 
of Clavering and Monson, and it was all the dis- 
tinction he pretended to. When he sought to 
obtain a seat in the House of Commons, it was 
not merely for the honour of sitting there, nor for 
any delight he took in the debates. With respect 
to India affairs, his first view was, not to serve 

, England or the India Company, but, the natives 
of India, if he could. To them he was bound by 
every obligation of justice, gratitude, and com- 
passion. From them he received the salary, 
which gave him a fortime. But^ even if the ser- 
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vice of England had been his only object, this is 
the course he should have taken to pursue it. 
I will not," said Mr. Francis, " appeal to your 
virtues, or suppose that you have any. If you 
have common sense, — if, as interested men, you 
understand your own interest, you will treat the 
creatures subject to your power with lenity and 
justice. If wealth be your object, you will pro- 
tect the industry, you will nurse and cherish the 
estate by which you expect to be enriched. 

^^His second reason for obtaining a seat in 
parliament was to have an opportunity of explain- 
ing his own conduct, if it should be questioned, 
or defending it, if it should be attacked. The 
last, and not the least urgent reason was, that he 
might be ready to defend the character of his col- 
leagues, not against specific charges, which he 
was sure would never be produced, but against 
the language of calumny, which endeavoured to 
asperse, without daring to accuse. It was well 
known that a. gross and public insult had been of- 
fered to the memory of General Clavering and 
Colonel Monson, by a person of high rank in this 
country. He was happy when he heard that his 
name was included in it with theirs. So highly 
did he respect the character of those men, that he 
deemed it an honour to share in the injustice it 
had suffered. It was in compliance with the 
forms of the House, and not to shelter himself, or 
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out of tenderness to the party that he forbore to 
name him. He meant to describe him so exactly, 
that he could not be mistaken. He declared in 
his place in a great assembly, and in the course of 
a grave deliberation, ^^ that it would have been 
happy for this country if General Clavering, Colo- 
nel Monson, and Mr* Francis, had been drowned in 
their passage to India.*" If this poor and spiteful 
invective had been uttered by a man of no conse^ 
quence or repute, by any light, trifling, inconside- 
rate person, by a lord of the bed-chamber, for ex- 
ample, or any of the other silken barons of modern 
days'*',he should have heard it with indifference. But 
when it was seriously urged and deliberately insisted 
on by a grave lord of Parliament--^by a judge — by 
a man of ability and eminence in his profession, 
whose personal disposition was serious, who car- 
ried gravity to sternness, and sternness to ferocity, 
it could not be received with indifference, or an- 
swered without resentment. Such a man would 
be thought to have inquired before he pronounced- 
From his mouth a reproach was a sentence, an \n^ 
vective was a judgment. The accidents of life, 
and not any original distinction that he knew o^ 
had placed him too high, and himself at too great 
a distance from him, to admit of any other an- 
swer than a public defiance, for General Clavering, 

* Junius. *' When the bloody Barrington, that tiiken, fawning 
pourtier at St. JamesV* &c. (UL 431.) 
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for Colonel Monson, and for himself. This was 
not a party question, nor should it be left to so 
feeble an advocate as he was to support it. The 
friends and fellow soldiers of General Claverii\g 
and Colonel Monson would assist him in d^end- 
ing their memory. He demanded and expected 
the support of every man of honour in that House, 
and in the kingdom. What character was safe, if 
slander was permitted to attack the reputation of 
two of the most honourable and virtuous men that 
ever were employed, or ever i)erished in the service 
of their country ? He knew that the authority of this 
man was not without weight ; but he had an infi- 
nitely higher authority to oppose to it. He had the 
happiness of hearing the merits of General Claver* 
ing and Colonel Monson acknowledged and ap- 
plauded in terms to which he was not at liberty to 
do more than to allude : they were rapid and ex- 
pressive. He must not venture to repeat, lest he 
should do them injustice, or violate the forms of 
respect, where essentially he owed and felt the 
most. But he was sufficiently understood. The 
generous sensations that animate the royal mind, 
were easily distinguished from those which rankled 
in the heart of that person who was supposed to 
he the keeper of the royal conscience*.** 

These " observations^** we are told, " were de- 

* Mr. Francis's Speech, July l6, 1784. 
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livered in the tme spirit of a philippic^ and with a 
fury^ which, considering the relative situation of 
the parties, astonished every hody." They re- 
mind OS of the attacks which Junius made on 
Lord Mansfield, and render perfect one of the 
most remarkable parallels for sentiment and con- 
duct^ that has been produced on any subject. 
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CHAPTER XIL 

The reader is now desired to mark the positive 
agreement between Sir Philip Francis and Ju- 
nius, on the subject of Parliamentary Reform. 

In the first place, consistently with Junius*s 
recommendation^ Sir Philip was very active in 
founding a distinguished constitutional club ; and 
secondly, the principles he entertained^ and those 
which this club supported^ were the same which 
Junius insisted on throughout his Letters. 

The society of the Friends of the People owed, 
in a great measure, its origin to Sir Philip. He 
had the principal share in drawing up its address 
and declaration ; and he continued to the last one 
of its firmest supporters. His own words confirm 
this, in his vindication of that society from the 
misrepresentations of Mr. Burke, who accused the 
Friends of the People of uniting with the ^^ Consti- 
tutional Society" in support of annual Parliaments 
and universal suffrage. 

'^ We are accused in . violent terms of uniting 
with parties with whom we have no communica- 
tion; and of supporting principles, and abetting 
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factions, which zee have renounced in the strongest 
terms that the English language could snggest. I 
had some share in the construction of the declaration 
and address; and surely I am, or ought lo be, a 
competent judge of the true intent and meaning of 
those papers. Unless I have lived to these years 
without understanding my native tongue, I may 
safely challenge the most adnte and malignant ob*- 
server to point out a single sentence, or even a 
word, to justify the atrocious charges brought 
against us. You look for our principles not in 
our declarations, but in the supposed views and 
projects of other men, v^hose views and prqjepts^ 
if any such exist, we have expressly renounced 
and disclaimed. As to the object we avow, we 
may or iniiy qot succeed in it. On that point I 
am not sanguine: but I am perfectly sure that 
they who have recourse to mere ci^lumny and. in- 
vectives, have not taken the best method to defeat 
us*.'' 

Whether Junius would have assisted in the 
establishment of such a society as that of The 
Friaids qf tJie People, we may ascertain from the 
following observation. In one of his private Let- 
ters to Wilkes, after censuring the vanity and folly 
of the Supporters of the Bill of Rights, he declares, 
^^ I am far from meaning to undervalue the instil 

* Speech, April 30^ 1790* 
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tution of the Society. On the contrary^ I think the 
plan was admirable ; that it has already been of 
signal service to the public, and may be of much 
greater; and Ida most earnestly wish, that you 
tvould consider of and promote a plan for forming 
constitutional clubs all through the kingdom. A. 
measure of this kind would alarm gapernment . more^ 
and be of more essential seroice to the cause, than any 
thing that can be done, relative to new-modelling the 
House of Commons. You see then th^t my objec- 
tions are directed to the particular measure, not to 
the general institution*." 

The society of the Fnends of the People wa» 
not only formed on the foundation recommended 
by Junius, but from him it seems to have derived 
its name. On the subject of dissensions in the Bill 
of Rights' Society, he thus addresses the public. — 
'^ No man laments, more sincerely than I do^ the 
unhappy differences which have arisen among the 
friends of the people, and divided them from each 
other." Thus twenty years before the institution 
of a society under that title, we find its designa^ 
tion in the Letters ; and though it was undoubt- 
edly possible that any other person might have 
conceived a similar title, or have adopted it from 
the passage here quoted, yet, under all the circum- 
stances, it certainly contributes to identify Junius 

* JpNius i. * 379* Private letter to Wilke«» 
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with Sir Philip Francis — the sponsor with the 
founder. 

With regard to the plan of the society of the 
Friends of the People^ two objects were proposed : 
" First, — ^To restore the freedom of election, and 
a more equal representation of the people in Parlia- 
ment ; secondly, — ^To secure to the people a more 
frequent exercise of their right of electing their re- 
presentatives.'' Whoever was the author of these 
two propositions, they are couched in such terms 
as Junius must have approved. When he con- 
demned the resolutions of the Bill of Rights* So- 
ciety, it was for their htdk and style : — it was be- 
cause the society grasp at the impossible and lose the 
really attainable ; — because, they insist upon ^' a 
FULL and EQUAL representation of the people;** — 
while '^ th& great condition, which ought to be the 
sine qud non of parliamentary qualification, which 
ought to be the basis, as it assuredly will be the 
only support, of every barrier raised in defence of 
the constitution ; I mean, ^ a declaration upon 

oath to SHORTEN THE DURATION OF PARLIA- 
MENTS, is reduced to the fourth rank in the es- 
teem of the Society, and^ even in that place, far 
from being insisted on vnth finnness and vehe- 
mence, seems to have been particularly slighted in 
the expression, you shall endeavour to restore an- 
nual Parliameras*r 

* Junius^ i. * S84. 
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Whether the objections here urged by Junius 
were recollected by the " Friends of the People" — 
or whether he was present at their meetings to re- 
new and enforce them^ it is certain that their declara^ 
tion was drawn up with a most scrupulous adherence 
to the sentiments contained in this remonstrance; 
and, except that Junius had doubts of the neces- 
sity of a reform in the actual construction of the 
House of Commons, we may add, in perfect con- 
sonance with them. 

But this difference is scarcely essential. The 
resolution demands only ^' a mare equal representa- 
tion of the people in Parliament ;"" and this was 
not objected to by Junius on principle, for he 
says to Wilkes, " That the people are not equally 
and fuUy represented is unquestionable.'' And he 
recommends '^ Lord Chatham's project of increas' 
ing the number of knights of shires** as admirable. 
** But,** he observes, *^ let us take care what we 
attempt. We may demolish the venerable fabric 
we intend to repair, and where is the strength and 
virtue to erect a better in its stead ? I should not, 
for my own part, be so much moved at the cor- 
rupt and odious practices by which inconsiderable 
men get into ParUament ; nor eoen at the ward of 
a perfect representation^ (and certainly nothing can 
be less reconcileable to the theory than the present 
practice of the constitution) if means could be 
found to compel such men to do their duty (in es- 
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scntials at least) when they are in Parliament* 
Now, Sir, I am convinced that, if shortening the 
duratioJi of Parliamejits^ (which in effect is keeping 
the representative under the rod of the constituent) 
be not made the basis of our new parliamentary 
jurisprudence, other checks or improvements sig-*- 
nify nothing*.** 

It might be questioned whether, with these 
principles, Junius would have proposed that first 
maxim of the Friends of the People, " to restore 
the freedom of election, and a 77iore equal represen- 
tation of the people in parliament.'* Not that he 
had any doubts as to the necessity of restoring 
the freedom of election. It is what he particularly 
urges upon the people when he sums up his most 
important advice in the Dedication of the Letters. 
*' I cannot doubt that you will unanimously assert 
the freedom of election, and vindicate your exclusive 
right to choose your representatives'^.'* He uses 
the words which are employed by the Society* 
But as he says nothing at the same time of a more 
equal representation^ and as he told Wilkes that he 
entertained doubts ajid apprehensions on the subject, 
it may justly be imagined that the Society and 
Junius were not quite agreed on the latter point; 
and, consequently, that if Sir Philip Francis 
drew up this declaration of the Society, he differs 
a little in principle from Junius. — ^To answer this 

• JuKius, i. •28(5. t Juirius, i, 4* 
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objection^ we must hare recourse to the condact 
and opinions of Sir Philip Francis at bis first 
entrance into Parliament, from wbich it will most 
satisfactorily appear^ that be not only once held the 
sentiments which have been shewn to be possessed 
by Junius, but that he even m^dea public retrac^ 
iion of them more than a year before the Society 
of the Friends of the People was instituted. Thia 
remarkable proof that Junius and Sir Philip 
Francis are the same, is obtained as follows. 

Sir Philip in his speech on the 30th of Aprils 
1 792, says, that he had twice voted against different 
plans of reform proposed by Mr. Pitt*. To vote 

• Mr. Pitt said, — " It was his intention to submit to the House 
to provide, that the members of a certain number of decayed boroughs 
should be distributed among the counties. He would take the criterioiiy 
by which he should judge what boroughs were decayed, from the 
number of houses ; and this was a mode of judgment which was not 
Ibble to error, and which he conceived to be perfectly consistent 
with the original principle of representation. He should propose 
that these members should be added to the counties, beginning with 
those that stood in the greatest need of addition. Such a reform as 
this was in its nature limited $ for if once the standard for the lowest 
county was fixed, the proportion for all must be the same, and it 
would be impossible to add more for any one county than the rest 
In this view of the business, he imagined the House would agree with 
him in thinking, that there were about thirty-six boroughs so decayed 
as to come within the scheme of such an operation. Seventy-two 
would, therefore, be the number of members to be added to the coun- 
ties, in such proportion as the wisdom of Parliament might direct, 
and this number it was his intention to propose should be fixed and 
unalterable. The operation roust be gradual, as he intended that the 
boroughs should be disfranchised on their own voluntary application 
to Parliament* GentlemeD must be awaie that a voluntary applio^ 
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against a r^orm bill of any kind is a singular trait 
in the conduct of so zealous an advocate for the 

don to Parliament was not to be expected without an adequate con- 
sideration being given to the boroughs ; and he trusted that gentle- 
men would not start at the idea of such a consideration being 
provided for. A reform could only be brought about by two means : 
—by an ad qf power, or by an adequate amsideralum which might 
induce bodies or individuals to part with rights which they con- 
sidered as a species of valuable inheritance^ or of personal property. 
To reform by violence he, and he was sensible many others, had an 
insurmountable objection ; but he considered a reform in the repr^ 
sentation of the people an object of such value and importance, that 
he did not hesitate in his own mind to propose, and to recommend to 
the House, the establbhment of a fund for the purpose of purchasing 
the franchise of such boroughs as might be induced to accept of it 
under the circumstances which he had mentioned. 

*' The second part of his plan was to provide, that after the ful 
and final operation of the tint proposition, that is, after the extinction 
of thirty-six boroughs, and the transference of their members to the 
county representation, if there still should remain any borough so 
small and A) decayed as to fall within the size to be fixed on by 
Parliament, that such boipugh should still have it in its power to 
surrender its franchise on an adequate consideration, and that the 
right of sending the members to Parliament should be transferred to 
such populous and flourishing towns as might desire to enjoy the right; 
and that this rule should remain good, and operate in all future Ume, 
and be applied to such boroughs as in the fluctuating state of a 
manufacturing and commercial kingdom might fall into decay in 
one part of the country, and rise into condition in another. These 
propositions taken together, comprehended what he conceived to be 
a final and complete system, and which would ease the minds of 
gentlemen with respect to any future scheme of reform beingattempted 
or being necessary." (Speech, April 18, 1785. Fide Pari, Deb. 
zviii. 51.)— On May 7, 1783, he made his first motion on this 
subject; it was in principle, though not in extent, the same (Vide 
Pitfs SpeedUs, I 61.) 
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improvement of the representative system : bnt to 
oppose a motion in which Mr. Fox, Mr. Sheridan, 
Mr. Whitbread, Mr. Wilkes, Mr. Sawbridge, and 
many other of his political friends concurred, ex^ 
bibits a fixed and peculiar principle of action, for 
the cause of which we must look to the bill itself; 
and there we discover that it could only proceed, 
first, from the proposed disfranchisement of certain 
boroughs by an oc^ of power or the offer of an 
adequate consideration ; and secondly, from the in^ 
tention of giving to certain large towns the right of 
sending representatives. 

What Junius thought of disfranchising rotten 
boroughs by an '^ act ofpawer^ may be seen in the 
observations he made to Wilkes on that subjects 

^^ As to cutting away the rotten boroughs, I am as 
mndi offended as any man at seeing so many of 
them under the direct influence of the crown, or at 
the disposal of private persons : yet I own I have 
both doubts and ^^prehensions in regard to the re- 
medy you propose. I shall be charged, perhaps, 
with an unusual want of political intrepidity, when 
I honestly confess to you, that I am startled at the 
idea of so extensive an amputation. In the first 
pkce, I question the power, (kjure, of the legislature, 
to disfranchise a number of boroughs upon the general 
ground ef imprming the constitution. There cannot 
be a doctrine more fatal to the liberty and property 
we are contending for, than that which confounds 

o 
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the ide^ of a supreme and an arbitrary legislature. 
I need not point out to you the iktal purposes to 
which it has been and may be applied. If we are 
sincere in tlie political creed we profess^ there are 
majy things which we ought to affirm carnwt be done 
by Kingy Lords, and Commons, Among these I 
reckon the ^franchising a borough with a general 
view to itnprmement. I consider it as equivalent to 
robbing the parties concerned (if their freehold^ of 
their btrth-right. I say, that although this birth- 
right may be forfeited^ or the exercise of it suspend- 
ed in particular cases, it cannot be talcen away by a 
GENERAL LAW for any real or pretended purpose of 
vnpr&obig the constitution, I believe there is no 
POWER in this country to make such a law* " 

His language upon this head is certainly express 
enough. — Of the manner in which he would have 
treated the oSer of an '^ adequate consideration,^ we 
may form an idea from the following passage. 

•* They [the people] are now to determine for 
themselyes, whether diey will firmly and constir 
tutionally assert their rights, or mal^ an humble, 
slavish surrender of them at the feet of the ministry^ 
To a generous mind there cannot be a doubt. fVi 
awe it to our ancesto7*s to preserve entire those 
rights, which they have delivered to our care : we 
owe it to our posterity , not to suffer their doaiest ia- 

• JUKWS, I *2S8. 
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faeritaDce to be destroyed. Bat if it were poslbible 
for us to be insensible of these sacred claims, there 
is yet an obligation binding upon ourselves, from 
which nothing can acquit us : a personal interest^ 
which we cannot surrender* To alienate evien our 
own rights, would be a crime as much more enor^- 
mous than suicide, as a life of civil security and 
freedom is superior to a bare existence; and if 
life be the bounty of Heaven, we scornfully reject 
the noblest part of the gift, if we consent to sur- 
render that certain rule of living, without which^ 
the condition of human nature is not only miser- 
able, hut contemptible*." 

The other principle of Mr. Pitt's Reform Bill, 
was to grant to certain large towns the right of 
sending representatives. On this point, Junius 
is as explicit as can be wished. 

*^ / wouid not,** sAys he, *' give representatives 
to those great trading towns which have none at pre^ 
sent. If the merchant and the manufacturer must 
be really represented, let them become freeholders 
by their industry, and let the representation of the 
county be increased. You will find the interrup- 
tion of business in those towns, by the triennial 
riot and cabals of an election, too dear a price for 
the nugatory privilege of sending members to par- 
liament-f-." 

• Junius, i. 223. 
t , i. ♦«90. Private Letter to Wilkes. 
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Had Junius been a member of the Housettf 
t^ommons at the time Mr, Pitt's plan of reform 
was introduced^ we see from these extracts that 
he must, like Sir Philip Francis, have voted 
against it» If he afterwards intended to pursue 
a different course5 it would be incumbent on him 
to retract his former opinions, and to state, pub^ 
licly, the reasons which produced so great an alter- 
ation in his conduct. In these respects Junius 
himself could not have acted in a more correct or 
candid manner^ than Sir Philip appears to hav^ 
done, from his speedh on Mn Grejr's motion for a 
reform. 

Mr. Francis saidr — *' Sir, we are called upon 
fbr protests and declarations. I hope the House witt 
indulge me with one minute of their attention, to 
receive mine among the rest^ and the rather, a^ I 
kace something to retract^ as well as something to 
declare. Sir, I never can bend my mind before 
any human superiority, so much as to admit that 
any man in this country, let his rank and fortune^ 
let his family and connections be what they may^ 
can have a dearer pledge^ a more heart-felt interest 
than I have, in the prosperity and happiness, in 
the peace and good government of the kingdom. 
I said I had a retraction to make. To perse- 
vere firmly in a system or opinion once adopted, is 
a good presumptive proof of sincerity ; but there 
mfty still be a better. Jt is possible to profess, but 
hardly possible to retract an opinion^ from any 
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motive bat conviction. To give your retraction its 
character of sincerity, it must be honourably de- 
dared, it must be publicly and deliberately avowed, 
with the reasons that belong to it. One would 
think. Sir, from the way in which the idea of a par* 
liamentary reform has been treated, that the thing 
had never been thought of; that the name of it had 
never been mentioned in this House ; that it apr 
peared now, for the first time, a perfect and abso- 
lute novelty in the minds qf men. Yet since I 
have sat in pariiament, it has happened to me 
twice to give my vote against different plan^ of re- 
farm introduced by that right honourable gentleman, 
who now treats the vei^ idea of reform of any kind 
not only as too criminal and extravagant to be en- 
couraged by any rationsd mind, but as if, in fact, it 
had never occurred to his own. The part I took 
on those occasions, was rather negative than affir- 
mative. I was guided by the natural influence of 
respectable authority ; by plausibilities and doubts ; 
by possibilities and apprehensions*; but above all^ 
I myself doubted, and therefore I stood still. I re- 
frained from action, as all men ought to do, who 
are not sure they are acting right. My present 
opinion is positive, and for that reason is a proper 
ground of action. It has been taught me by re^ 



• Hiese are llie words of Junius on the same subject : '' I qwr 
I have both doutOs and apprehituioHs, in regard to the remedy you 
proposei"— Loiter to Wilkes. 
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flection, and ineukated on mj mind by the best of 
all inatmctors, my cmn experience. It is the view 
and contemplation of doctrines and principles in* 
trodnced from day to day, and of transactions in 
tke last ami present parliament, which have renwoed 
wof doubts of the necessity of a rtform in the actual 
cmstruction of tke House of Commons ; doctrines^ 
new and dangerous ; principles, false and destmc* 
tive; transactions, ruinons and disgraceful; all 
which I saw encouraged and propagated, instead of 
being condemned, as they ought to be. My opinion 
has been deliberately formed on the evidence of 
^acts and my own observation, and never shall 
yield to clamoqr or to numbers, or to any othef 
influence but that of conviction ^^ 

Were it not for this express renunciation of a 
previous opinion, it might be said that Sir Philip 
Francis never entertained any doubts of the neces^ 
sity of a reform in the actual constrvciion of the 
House of Commons, and consequently that there 
was some difference on this subject between his 
sentiments and those of Junius, who certainly had 
his doubts. Fortunately, however, for our present 
purpose, the opposition which Sir Philip states 
himself to have made to Mr. Pitt's motion, proves 
not only that at a former period he thought sane- 
what differently from what he did at that time, 
but also that the principles which he formerly 

* Parliamentaiy Debates, xxxii. 4g5* 
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acted upon, being directly contrary td those of Mr. 
Pitt, were, of necessity, precisely similar to those 
whidi were maintained by Junius. 

Bat this alteration in his sentiments did not 
take place nntil be had sat in Parbctmmt^ and had 
SEEN the necessity of a reform in its actmd construe-* 
tion. Even then it was confined to a more exjmal 
representation of the people, withont any bias to- 
wards universal representation. 

How firmly Sir Philip was attached to the 
trienniul system, we may learn by his etophatic re- 
probation of annual Parliaments, which, with the 
doctrine of nniversal snffirage, he '^ renonnced in 
the strongest terms that the English language could 
suggest^ Equally decided was the preference 
which Junius gave to the triennial over the an- 
nual plan. ^^ Whenever the question shall be se- 
rionsly agitated, I will endeavour (and if I live 
will assuredly attempt it) to convince the English 
nation, by arguments to my understanding unan- 
swerable, that they ought to iiisist upon a triennial 
and banish the idea of an annual Parliament *r — 
Thus, even on that very peculiar opinion which 
has formed a stumbling-block to m^y conjectures, 
and especially to the one which sets up Burke for 
Junius, the affinity between the latter and Sir 
Pill LIP Feancis is quite perfect. 

• Junius^ L ♦ 284. 
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But not to exclude any friend of refonn by 
too strict a dedaration of his own sentiments, the 
articles in which Sir Philip took a principal share 
were drawn np in general termsy viz. to secnre a 
wart frequent exercise of the right of election. 
And here again we perceive the hand of Junius* — 
^ I would advise, that this part of the declaration 
be expressed in general terms ; viz. to shorten the 
duration of Parliaments. This mediating expedient 
will for the present, take in bath opinians [annual 
and irienniat], and leave open the quantum of time 
to a future discussion." Can any parallel be more 
complete?' The subject embraces many minor 
points of doctrine ; numbers differ on the general 
view ; scarcely any two persons think alike in the 
detail ; and one of those before us changed both 
bis principles and practice; yet in every minute 
particular, whether action or opinion be reganied^ 
he is proved to have possessed the identical mind 
of JyKiys, 



SOI 



CHAPTER Xlir. 

After so complete an expositioH of the political 
opinions of Sir Philip Francis as the preceding 
chapter contains^ it may he thought that this 
portion of onr subject might have been safely left 
without further comment or elucidation. But Sir 
Philip having declared his own sentiments on a 
few other special points^ which at once bring him 
in contact with the Letters, we shall prefer notic- 
ing these, before we proceed to illustrate our sub* 
Ject by other resemblances. 

As it is perhaps the most important topic in 
regard to a comparison with Junius, our first quo- 
tation from Sir Philip Francis will contain his 
opinion of the right of Great Britain to tax Ame- 
rica. The question, of course, could not come 
before him in the way of direct discussion, but it 
received due consideration in his speech, April 1 1, 
1 796^ fpr improving the situation of slaves in the 
colonies. He was opposed, as he states it, on 
the ground, that " the Parliament of Great Britain 
have no right to legislate for the West India is- 
lands, particularly if any act of that power should 
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involve the effect of taxation^ though the prodace 
or the effect should operate solely where it was cre- 
ated, and no way to the benefit of Great Britain.** 
Sir Philip argues to the contrary of this doctrine ; 
and conceiving the case of America would be ap- 
pealed to^ endeavours to obviate any objections 
that might be drawn from her example. His in- 
^oductory words are so perfectly accordant with 
the character of Junius^ as almost to declare his 
identity. 

" This part of the question is not new to me. 
What I know of it is derived not only from study 
and reflection^ as deep as I am capable of giving to 
any subject, but from the wisdom of great men 
whom I have known, and from the experience of 
events which have happened within my own time. 
Xhough too young to take part, 1 was old enough 
io obsei^Cy and I had access to some of the greatest 
sources of instruction. How far I may have been 
able to avail myself of these advantages must be 
determined by others. The power, which I mean 
to resort to, for carrying this plan into effect, is 
that of the British Parliament over the colonies of 
Great Britain. No man is fairly at issue with me 
who does not distinctly deny that power. Is there 
a statesman in this House, is there an individual 
of any rank or consideration here, who will take it 
upon himself, directly and plainly, to makitain that 
denial^ or in other words to affirm^ that in fio ease 
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wstmtecer has the Britkh Parliament a right to 
make laws \o hvoA the British Colonies ? I cannot 
believe it. Bnt if there be^ let him come forward 
and declare himself. On that question, inconsider- 
able as I am, and bold as it may appear, I am 
ready to meet him in front, to shew that he knows 
nothing of the principles ^ legislation, of the policy 
of states, or of the duties of gcfoernment, and to 
make him, for his ignorance at least, the scorn and 
contempt of mankind. If he admits that cases may 
possibly exist, in which the power may be neces- 
sary, and the right undisputed, I then shall have 
nothing to prove, bnt that this is eminently a case 
in point, in which the application of the unques- 
tionable power of Parliament must be resorted to, 
because no other power on earth is equal to the 
purpose. I am as ready as any man to allow, or 
to contend, if it were necessary, that the transcend- 
snt power of Parliament to make laws for every 
part of the British empire, where it has not been 
formally relinquished, is not, in prudence, to be 
vsed on ordinary occasions, when the subordinate 
powers of legislation can act with cc|oal effect in 
their several departments. It is a right reserved 
for great emergencies. To say that it ought to be 
so reserved, is to acknowledge that it exists. With- 
out evident necessity^ I would neither urge the case, 
nor agitate the right. Ckrcasions vary, and pru-- 
dence must be consulted. But rights are not given 
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to lie dormant for ever. They have relative duties 
attached to them. According to the occasion^ the 
right is to be exercised, and the duty to be per- 
formed. Necessity alone, if the thing most be 
done, and if there be no alternative, conveys a 
right, or stands in the place of it, to act for the 
general welfare or for the public safety. I shall 
shew you hereafter how little is to be expected, on 
this subject, from th<3 power, even if it concurred 
with the disposition, of the colonial assemblies; 
and that, by their means^ a real and effective alte- 
ration in the condition of the negroes can never 
be accomplished. But I liave first another argu- 
ment to maintain, and better ground to stand on. 
In a former debate, the example of America was 
held out to deter us from acts which might alienate 
the West India islands, and drive th^m to look 
elsewhere for protection, if not to resistance. At 
that time, nothing was in question but the abolit 
tion of the slave trade. This night you may be 
sure of hearing the $ame argument repeated, or 
rather of seeing the same weapon uplifted to awe 
your deliberations. Let the question be what it 
may, they are equally ready with it. If the West 
India islands would not submit to abolition, how 
will tliey endure the interposition of the legislature 
in any thing that touches their internal govenw 
ment? Such is the language of Englishmen^ 
sitting among usj to the legislative authority of 
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their conntiy. Let qs see with what reason they 
resort to the example of America. I am as ready 
to appeal to it as they are. / know where that fatal 
question originated. No part of the argument, which 
divided this country on the inerits (f the Stamp Act, 
or of the events which followed it, has escaped me* 
With all those transactions in my yiew, I declare 
now, on the principles^ and in the language of Lord 
Chatham, that I rejoic£ that America re- 
sisted. If this be a concession, these gentlemen 
are welcome to it. I do not believe it will avail 
them. I rejoice that America resisted with success, 
because it was a trinmph of unquestionable right 
over outrageous wrong, of courage and virtue 
over tyranny and force ; — because the issue of that 
contest has provided a refuge and left us an asylum, 
when existence in Europe, perhaps even in Eng- 
land, can no longer be endured. The nations, 
crushed by taxes for the support of powers that 
oppress, or of wars that destroy them, have still 
die consolation of knowing that peace, and free- 
dom^ and plenty, are to be found in America, and 
that there is still a country in the world, where 
every man enjoys in security the fruits of his in* 
dustry, and the produce of his labour. Who is 
there who can pronounce with certainty, that a 
period is not approaching when no other refuge 
may be left us ? — On what ground did the Ame- 
ricans first dispute the general legislative authority 



206 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

of the mother country ? Did they assert that a 
British Parliament had no right to bind or to regu- 
late a British colony by its laws, in any case what^ 
9fHX€T ? Did they ever maintain a proposition so 
absurd and so monstrous, as that protection gave 
no claim to obedience ; that those duties were not 
redprocal ; that a nation, sub tutel&j owed no sub- 
mission to the tutelary power by which it was 
protected ; that the ward owed nothing to th<: 
guardian, the pupil to the tutor, the child to the 
parent; — that such offices were merely nominal, 
and gave no right to act even for the benefit of 
the pretended objects of their care ? No, Sir, Ame- 
rica had too much wisdom for herself, as well as 
toe hearty an attachment to England, to hold such 
jbolish language, or to maintain such dangerous 
doctrines. See how she has lately acted to some 
refractory dependencies of her own. The moment 
sodi principles prevail, there is an end of all unity ' 
of government in the world. In an extended em«- 
pire, every distant province may set up for itself. 
£very one of your islands may be an independent 
state. If I aimed at their destruction, they should 
have my consent to be so. You would soon see 
them at your feet with supplicatbn to you to re- 
aame your station, and never to relinquish your 
authority over them. That authority was not dis- 
puted by America^ untU it was extended to pur- 
poses unconnected with general reflation, and 
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exercised on principles, which, if once they were 
admitted, left no security to the Americans for any 
thing they possessed. The claim which diey r&» 
jsisted) was that of direct taxation by a Honse of 
Commons in which they "w&re not represented. 
They asserted truly, that taxation and representa^ 
tion were inseparable ;— that the right grew irom 
the fact, and could not exist without it. In private 
life the guardian regulates the conduct, and even 
disposes of the property of the papil> for his main- 
tenance, for his seryice, or for his education. But 
it does not follow, that he may take any purt of it 
for his pwn use or benefit. The first may be a 
duty, the seccmd would be a robbery. The pro^ 
tecting power has a claim to obedience, not to 
money • * *. 

'^ The folly and injustice of this country, by 
persisting in a claim of righty which never could 
hate been effectually exerdsedy and which at last* 
was relinquished, drove the Americans to the ne- 
cessity of asserting much more than their original 
pretensions amounted to. They began with peti- 
tion and remonstrance; — ^they appealed to the 
sword, and established their destined independeace 
long before its natural and inevitable period, before 
they themselves had foreseen or desired it. In the 
fulness of time, and in the maturity of their state, 
separation and independence must have been the 
lot of America. The Herculean infant would ne- 
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cessarily have bnrst its cradle, and broken loose 
from its leading strings s but then the nnion with 
the two countries would have continned unimpaired. 
The mutual relations of kindness and friendship 
would not have been dissolved ^.'^ 

The sentiments of Junius on this great ques-^ 
tion are in every thing similar to those we have 
just quoted. He listens without the smallest de- 
gree of conoiction or assent *^ when Lord Chatham 
aflirms^ that the authority of the British l^slature 
is not supreme mer the colonies, in the same sense in 
which it is supreme over Great Britain -f-.** — " He 
considers the right of taxing the colonies^ by an act 
of the British legislature^ as a speculatvoe right 
merefyy never to be exerted, nor ever to be renounced^ 
To his judgment it appears plain, ^ That the ge-*- 
neral reasonings which were employed against that 
power went directly to our whole legislative rights 
and that one part of it could not be yielded without 
a virtual surrender of all the rest%J* 

An admirer of Lord Chatham, and in principle 
a thorough anti-igallican, Junius would acknow^ 
ledge every opinion contained in the following ex- 
tract from one of Sir Philip's speeches. 



^ Speech, April 11, I76O. Tide Proceedings m the Slave TVade, 
p, 66. 

f JvviU9, u. 360. t JuKicrs^ ii. 393. 
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^ It faais been the delibnate policy^ Hot the>|)a^ 
sion, of England) m aJl times but tfa^ise.of the 
House of Stuart, to prefer the fneddship^ of any 
distant nation to that of France. * * * But now, 
it seems, we are arriyed ieut a new enlightened era of 
affection for our neighboitrs, and of liberality to our 
enemies, of which oar nninstrueted ancestors had 
no conception. The pomp^ of modem eloquence is 
employed to blast even the triumphs of' Lord 
Ghatham-s administration* The polemic Umrels of 
the father, must yield to the pacific myrtles \vhich 
shadow the forehead of the son. Sir, the first and 
most prominent feature, in the political character 
of Lord Chatham, was anti*gaUican« His glory is 
fiounded on the resistance he made to the united 
power of the House of Bourbon. The present 
minister has taken the opposite road to fame ; and 
France, the object of every hostile principle in the 
policy of Lord Chatham, is the gens amidsnma of 
his son.' ' • 

^' My serious opinion is, that the nearer the 
two nations are drawn into contact, and the more 
soccessfnlly they are invited to mingle and blend 
with' one anotheir, in the same proportion the re* 
maining morals, principles, and vigour of the na- 
tional Ejiglish mind will be enervated andcorrupted. 
We shall be civilised out of our virtues, and po- 
lished out of our character. He, whose ultimate 
purpose is to enslave a free people, always begins 

p 
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hj endeavoimng to corrupt them ; and whether it 
be his purpose or not, the road he follows can lead 
to no other object *.** 

The next paragraph will remind the reader of 
the attack made by Junius on Lord Mansfield. 
Sir. Philip observes, ^' That a judge has no right 
to carry along with him the respect due to his 
proper station, when he descends to any other. 
IxmUnot chaUenge hwiyos long as he maintains 
the post at which the constitution placed him* 
But if he accepts of another office, if he takes 
upon him tojmd the factSy if he condescends to be a 
jurynumy he must accept of that office with all its 
conditions. He has no clam to the primkge of a 
judgCy while he does jthat which no judge in this 
kingdom ever did before*f*.'' 

'^ Your professed object is to create an impar- 
tial tribunal. The formation of a jury is so con- 
trived, that it is scarcely possible it should not be 
impartial. Then why abandon the forms estahUshed 
for the choice ofajuryX ?" 

Junius says. — ^^ If juries are fallible, to what 
other tribunal shall we appeal? If juries cannot 
safely be tnisted, shall we unite the offices of judge 



* Speedi, 18th Febiuary, 1787» against the Commercial Treaty. 

tibid. 

X Speech, March 7» 1786. 
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undjuryj so wisely divided by the constitution^ and 
trust implicitly to Lord Mansfidd^f 

In his speech, July 16, 1784, on Mr. Pitt*s 
India bill. Sir Philip Francis said : — 

^' The decision of the question upon the West- 
minster election, however it might be turned, or in 
whatever colours it might be dressed, carried you 
finally and inevitably to this conclusion : — that the 
people of Great Britain might be governed by laws 
to which they had not consented, and might be 
taxed by a House of Commons in which they 
were not represented. If this was the fact of West- 
minster to-day, why not of London to-morrow, — 
of Middlesex the next ? On the face of the prec^ 
dent he saw nothing to confine it** 

^ He confessed too, that there appeared to him 
in this business something more injurious and 
more afiecting, than barely the injury that was 
done. He could not but compare tiie stroke that 
was givefiy with the hand from which it came. 
That the resentment excited by an injury, had a 
natural and necessary relation to the power or the 
person who did it. If he were a declared enemy, 
we were not disappointed at any instances of his 
enmity. We expected notiiing but hostility from 
him, and it was our own fault if he took us by sur- 

♦ JuviDs, i. 'aTQ. 
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prise. We ought to be constantly upon o«r guard 
against him. But if> on the contrary, he were a 
professed friend, a loudly professing iViend; if, 
for example^ the very hand in which we were told 
that the peopk themsehes haoe placed the sword j was 
Ufted agmmt them ; if the power employed for their 
iatriictUm was dervoed from their confidence^ the 
common feelings of enmity would then be exasp^ 
rated by the deepest and bitterest sensations of re- 
sentment. With this sense he believed that the 
whole business of the Westminster scrutiny had 
been received and felt by the natioii at ]£Lrf^*J\ 

Junius. — "That the principle on which the 
Middlesex election was determined, is more per* 
-nicious in its effects, than either the levying of 
ship-money, by Charles the First, or the suspends 
ing power assumed by his son^ will hardly be dis- 
puted by any man who understands or wishes well 
to the English constitution. It is not ah act of open 
violence done by the king, or any dkect and pal- 
pable breach of the laws attempted by his minister ^ 
that can ever endanger the liberties of this coun- 
try. Against such a king or minister the people 
would iiitmediately take the alarm, and^ all parties 
unite to oppose him. The laws may be grossly 
violated in particular instances^ without aixy direct 
attack upon the whole system; Facts of that kind 

* Speech, March §, 1785. 
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stand alone ; they are attributed to necessity, not 
defended upon principle. We can never be really 
in danger until the forms of parliament are fnade 
use of to destroy the substance of our civil and poli- 
tical liberties ; — until parliament itself betrays its 
trust, by contributing to establish new principles 
of government, t^nd en^loying the very xceapms eam^ 
mitted to it by the collective body^ to stab the amstu- 
iutim^r - # 

The following extract from a speech of Sir 
Philip Francis, bears a dose resemblance to 
Junius. 

^^ I well know, Sir, that at si^t of any great 
distress or mismaoagement, (MT abuse in public a& 
fairs, the first idea that is apt to present itself to 
the mind, is that of creating a dictator. When I 
gay that this is the first idea that presents itself, I 
mean that it is not the result of experience and re- 
flection. I will not aigue upon the wisdom of 
such an institution in a political system very dif- 
ferent firom ours. An arbitrary monarch, or a re- 
public, may perhaps delegate all their power, for a 
limited time, to one person, with safety and effect. 
The dictator had power of life and death : and I 
will not undertake to deny, though I am fiir.from 
meaning to admit, that a remedy of such violeqcc^ 

• Jvxiut, ii. 116. 
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if it did not kill^ might possibly core. B«t, reme* 
dies of this daogeroas vigonr are incompatible 
with our constitution*.*' 

Ju Nius. — ^^ The bravest and freest nations have 
sometimes submitted to a temporary surr^ider of 
their liberties, in order to establish them for ever. 
At a crisis of public calamity or danger, the pru- 
dence of the state placed a confidence in the virtue 
of some distinguished cj^zen, and gave him power 
sufficient to preserve or to oppress his country. 
Such was the Roman dictator; and while his 
office was confined to a short period, and only ap* 
plied as a remedy to the disasters of an unsuccess- 
iul war, it was usually attended with the most 
important advantages, and left no dangarous pre- 
cedent behind 'f'.'* 

Of that valuable institution, the trial by jury. 
Sir Philip speaks in the style and spirit of Ju- 
nius, in the following passage. 

"With respect to all that part of the law 
which creates an inquisition, which compels the 
subjects of Great Britain to answer the interroga- 
tories on oath, which endeavours to. corrupt the 
virtues of private life, by promising' to make men 
rich if they turn traitors and infoitoers, and which 
deprives the subjects of this kingdom ofihwgreat 

* Parliamentaiy Debates, xk« 380. t Juvius, ii. *451. 
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chtuiered right, of ibsix cononon4aa right , and of 
their unaUenabk birthright, a trial by their peers^ 
my intention is to tear it ont of the statute book. 
I would erase it iflcouldfrvm the memory of man- 
kind*^ 

Again: — '^ He never would admit that the 
King, Lords, and Commons, had aright to take the 
trial by jury out of the English constitutim^J* 

Junius, in his care for the same institution^ 
says, ^^ I would have their nght to return a general 
verdict in all cases whatsoever, considered as apart 
of the constitution, and no more questionable by the 
legislature, than whether the gaoemment of the coun- 
try shall be by King, Lords, and Commons X."* 

The task of comparing opinions, when all ema- 
nate fiv>m the same mind, would be endless. We 
must, dierefore, content ourselves with presuming 
the identity in inferior cases, from perceiving that 
in all general principles Sir Philip and Junius 
exactly concur. And this will sufficiently appear 
from the following paper, drawn up by Sir Philip, 
in reference to the late Regency question. It was 
printed in the Monthly Mirror for January, 1811, 
a work to which we are indebted for much valua- 
ble information. The subject is not canvassed by 
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Junius^ bat the oonstitatioiial doctrines he main- 
tained are^ in the abstract, entirely the same; 

.' . . ■ . • 

"ABGENCY. 

c 

" There is one ambition at least, which I will not rf- 
nounce but with my life, ' It is the ambition of delivering 
to my posterity those rights offreedomy which I have 
receivedfi'om my aneettors. — 'Eari of Chatham, JanUai^ 
9, 1770. 

I ; 

^' Afijer th^ noble speaker of these words, no 
man. has so good a right to make use of them as I 
have. They express a principle on which I'hjEiye 
acted, and I resort to them as my own. In my 
judgment, every rational man in these kingdoms 
has as good a right to deliver his opinion on the 
fundamental principles of the constitution, now 
brought into question, as any peer or commoner 
who tak^s a seat in either of the chambeiB of Par^ 
liament For myself I nligbt perhaps claim sdo»e- 
thingmore from age, from experience, and long 
unblemished public service ; but still more from 
the school I was bred in, and fvcmr the society «Mf 
many eminent men whom I liave had'the honour 
to live "^th, and the Iniiafbrtnneto survive: - Hhk is 
«U I contend for. I sp^tk td'the iuUioii,^8itMl nUt 
for any interest of my own. My concern in any 
thin^ that may happien now^ i^ very unlikely to 
last long. If they will not listen to the voice of 
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troth and reaaon, they shall hearit No man, who 
now assists or concurs in doing wrong, shall have 
it to plead that he was left withont infonnaftion 
and knew no better. My oondasions will be 
stated in tbeir place. > They are founded on ftin- 
dples which waot no proofs and eannot be dis* 
puted. 

fM. I assert that the crown of these kingdoms 
is hereditary^ and is nat^ or ever was^ elective. 

^^ S. That the crown is not a bare inheritance, 
bnt an inheritance accompanying an office of tmst^ 
and to be executed, not for the personal exchisiye 
baiefit of the king, bat of that body politic of 
which the king is the head. 

^^ 3. Tliat nothing less than an act of the legis- 
latore can transfer the crown, or alter the success 
sion to it. 

^^ 4. That the government of this kingdom is 
by King, Lords, and Commons. 

^^ 5. That 'the Lords and Commons, without 
the King, are not, and cannot' be a Parliament. 

^^ 6. That no two of the codi^nent parts *of 
the legislature « are competent to perform anylc^h^ 
lative act whatso^er* Were it otherwise, the two 
acting powers anight abolish ^the third ; or, without 
abolishing the aame> might annibilate the functioiis:. 
^^7. That,! on the natural death 6f - the king, the 
sncosssion of the 0eKt'heir'is instant without* a 'Va- 
imoKji The crown devoktes on his head by denif&fie^ 
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without any act^f his own, and without the con* 

m 

sent of any other power, party, or person what** 
soever. 

^^ It is admitted, I presume, that with an heir* 
apparent, to whom no l^al or natural incapacity is 
objected, the Lords and Commons would have no 
right to choose a king — ^I say, not even himself. 
But it is contended that they have a right to choose 
a regent during his majesty^s inability to execute 
the duties and Amctions of tbe royal office. It fol- 
lows then that the crown, or office of king, is here- 
ditary on the natural, and elective on the civil death 
of the king. When any reason is set np in sap- 
-pmt or explanation of this distinction, it will be 
time enough to shew the folly of it. TUl then I 
content myself with affirming, that there is no 
principle in our constitution more completely re 
cognized and indisputable, than that the office of 
king is not elective* The heir-apparent succeeds 
to the office in one case, as he would do to the 
title in the other. Why ? Because it is the wis- 
dom of England to provide against the possibility 
of a disputed succession, whether to the title or to 
the office. All other magistrates are chosen for 
their merits or qualifications. The office of the 
chief magistrate alone is too great an object of am- 
bition to be left open to a contest. In the abstract 
idea of election, one n^ay see a possilnlity that the 
best would be chosen. But it is in vain to talk 
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of theories^ with the example of Poland before 
us. 

*' I know it is agreed even by those, who say 
that the Lords and Commons in convention have 
a right to dispose of the regency, that the Prince 
cf Wales mnst be regent ; and, if that were all, as 
the opinion wonld be. lost in the fact, it wonld be 
of little moment what they said. The purpose for 
which the claim is advanced, is not to deprive him 
of the tide, but to disarm him of the powers of a 
regent, and to disable or distiess him in the execution 
of his duties. Yet who is there so ignorant, as not 
to know that the prerogatives of the crown aie not 
vested for his own sake in the person who wears it, 
but to insure the execution of his office; and then I 
ask, what power has the constitution reserved to 
any set of men to strip the crown of those preroga- 
tives, or even to qualify or impair them ? Shew it 
if you can, and produce your evidence. In a case 
of such importance, I will not submit to authority^ 
and, least of all, to the authority of a party, which 
perhaps means or expects to benefit by the decisicm. 
They, who can wholly refuse, may grant upon con- 
diticNQS. The Lords may say, yon shall makcf no 
more . peers. . The Conunons may say, you shaU 
have no power to dissolve us. The Ministers of 
course will not submit to be dispossessed ; and this 
is the executive government,, which they are willing 
to establish : in the prince's hands* Before they den 
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cide^ let them make the case their owu. Do they 
mean to admit that the king, uniting with a conyen- 
tion of flie peers, .conld abolish the House of Com-* 
mpns, or even divest them of any one of their 
priril^es ? Could the King and the Commons, I 
will not say aboSsh the House of Lords, but could 
they take away their jurisdiction in the last resort, 
or in trials 'by impeachment? He, who is mad 
enough to answer these questions in the afiirmatiTe, 
may assert that, Tirhenerer his -majesty is unable to 
discharge the duties of the kingly office, the rights, 
powers, and prerogatives of that office may be 
modified, curtailed, or annihflated by the other tw» 
powers of the legislature, granting diat a legislature 
can exist one moment without the crown. The 
person who held such language, might deserve to 
be hanged, but not for inconsistency. 

^' In aiguing these follies, has any man asked 
himself this plain practical question? Let the 
executive government be what it may, is not thi» a 
period of difficulty and danger beyond any, to which 
the country was ever exposed before ? And' is it in 
the greatest possible difficulties that yon would 
intrust your government with the least possible 
powers? But say, that it is the opinion of the 
Lords, or Commons, that restrictions ought to be 
imposed. How are you sure that diey will agree 
in that point ? and, if they disagree, have you eon- 
the consequence? On occasidns in some 
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degree sinulw, faiit iafinifelyjiiferior in imitorUBce^ 
when ncatfaer Hoi§e itwJd give way to tbe other^ 
the remedy was in tke crown, viz. to dissolve llie 
ParliameDt; Bat, if tfaef same difficplly oocorred 
now, there wooM be no r^nedy for It; for, without 
a king or a regent^ &ere would be 00 power to dis* 
solve ; but th^re certainly ivonld be a dissolation of 
all government, (nstant ^accession reserves all 
dSfficaUies, tod.ntiakes all fictions mmeoessary. To 
delace the Idng s imagie 6n the. oiw is felony. To 
8obstit6te any other is treason. The prince is the 
image of the kii^; and,. \xi the langui^ of the 
constitution^ the kin^ himsdf calls him, Eadem 
persmanMscum. 

^^ I set out with . aiiserting. that the Lords and 
ConuniMis, gtanting them to be still the two Houses 
of Parlaamttut, have no tigjkt to abridge or alter any 
one of the aeknowledged r%hts or prerogatives of 
the crowa in d^ absence of the king) or of his true 
repnesentative. I.aqw mean to go much beyond 
that proposition, and) in doing so,. I stand on the 
oonstitotion of my cotuitry, which I have Situdied as 
long, and I believe as carefully, as any man in it. 
I affirm, because I am convinced of it, that, if 
every man in the three, kingdoms could be called 
upon to give his vote for doing that, which I say 
cannot be done by' the Lords and Cpmmons^ or 
otherwise than in full BsdliameM, and gave it so 
acoerdii^y, no eonsefoent act could of rigjbt be 
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founded on diat vote. Why? Because the laws 
and constitotion of England fbibid it. I am not 
talking of desperate or extreme cases. Necessity, 
nnaroidable and irresistible, must be left to pro- 
vide for itself. True wisdom even then will do 
nothing beyond what the instant exigency requires^ 
and will return as soon as possible to its r^nkur 
established courses. Neither do I deny the power 
of the people to do what they will. Undoubtedly 
they may tear down their temples and tribunals, 
and murder their teadiers and their magistrates. 
Tbey have a physical force to abolish their laws, 
and to trample on the institutions of dieir fore- 
fathers. But, remember; the man who pulled 
down the building, and buried himsdf in its ruins, 
was blind as well as strong. The quality of an im- 
moral act is not altered, the guilt of an enormous 
crime is not diminished, by the numbers that con^ 
car in it. The moment the people did these things 
they would cease to be a nation. To destroy their 
constitution is beyond their con^Mstenoe. It is the 
inheritance of the unborn as well as theirs. What 
we received from our ancestors, we are morally 
and religiously bounds as well as by our laws, to 
transmit to our posterity. Of such enormous 
violence on the part of the peojde, I know there 
is no danger. Will they suffer any other power 
to do that in their name, which tbey cannot and 
ought not to do for themselves i I heard it from 
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Lord Chatham^ ^ that power withoort right is the 
most odions and detestable object that t^an be o£* 
fered to the human imagination. It is at once res 
detestabUis et caduca* Let who will assume sndi 
power^ it onght to be resisted. Brave men meet 
dieir fate ; cowards take flight and die for fear of 
death. 

Uth Dee. 1810. '' PHILIP UtANCIS.** 

To -produce a few citations from Junius^ in 
which the preceding doctrines are maintained^ in' 
nearly the same words^ will contribute more to 
certify his identity with Sir Philip Francis, tban 
any remarks which might be made upon ihem. 

Sir Philip begins with affirming, that ^'eoery' 
rational man m these kingdams has as good a right 
to deliver his opinion on die fundamental prin- 
ciples, of the constitution, as arnf peer or commoner 
who takes a seat in either of the chambers of 
Parliament.** 

Junius was of the same opinion. *' At such 
a moment no honest fnan will remain silent or inac- 
tive. However distinguished by rank orprcperty, 
in the rights qfjreedom we are all equal. As we 
are all Englishmen, the least considerable man 
among us has an interest equal to the proudest 
nobkmany in the laws and amstitutwn of his country y 
and is equaUy called upon to make a generous con- 
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tribation in aa|^rt ci ikem; whether it be ibe 
heart to concefve^ the understanding to direct^ or 
the hand to execute. It is a oommm cause, in 
which weartaU isttetestedy in xMch we should aU be 
engaged^r 

Sir Phi UP says, ^^ / sfedk tB thenationj and 
not for any interest of my own " In like manner 
Junius dedicates his labours to the EngUsh nation, 
and declares^ ^^ / ^)eak to the plain understanding 
of the peopk^r Sir Philip adds^ " My concern 
in. any thii^ that may happen now is verjf imHheljf 
to last long. If they will not listen to thb yoicz 
OF TRUTH AND REASOX^ they shall hear it No 
man who now assists or concurs in doing 
wrong, shall have it to plead that he was left tinth* 
out infornuition, and kpew no better." Juki us 
employs the same remarkable phraseology. — ^' The 
voice of oue man will hardly be heard« when 

THE VOICE OF TRUTH AND REASON is neglect- 
ed:!:.'' — " Your voice was heard^ until the voicr 
OF TRUTH AND REASON was drownefl in* the 
din of arms^.** And he concludes his dedication 
in a strain very similar to the rest of the para- 
graph : — ^^ You are roused at last to a sense of 
your danger. The remedy will soon be in your 
power. If Junius lives^ you shall often be remind- 
edofit. Ify when the opportunity presents itselff 

* Junius, ii. 113. t Juvius, i. * 11. 

X Jvwiv, iii. t7§^ i JvvivBt tii. 195. 
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yon neglect to do your doty to youroelv^ and to 
posterity, — ^to God and to yonr coontryi — I ahall 
have one consolation left, in common with tb^ 
meanest and basest of mankind. — Civil liberty 
nujy still last the life ^ Junius'*^.** 

The Brst, second, third, fonrlh, and seventh pro* 
positions of the Essay, are too obvions to allow of 
a difference of opinion. The fifth and sixth admit 
of comparison with Junius. Sir Philip says :--** 
^* That the Lords and Commons, witbont th# 
king, are not, and cannot be a Fkrliament« That 
no two of the component parts of the legislature 
are competent to perform amf legisktthe act what-- 
socoer. Were it otherwise, the two acting powers 
might abolish the third ; or without abolishing the 
name, might annihilate the functions.** 

The language held by Junius, on these points, 
is equally clear and decisive : — 

^^ To do justice to the ministry, they have not 
pretended that any one or any txoo of the three 
estates have power to make a new law, without 
the concurrence of the third. They know that 
a man who maintains such a doctrinCy is liable by 
statute to the heaoiest penaUies'^'r And again, on 
this subject, he employs evim the same remark- 
able form of words which Sir Philip uses, and 

• Juwius, i. *8. t Junius, i. 190. 



of whidi two instances have been already bron^t 
from the Letters. ^^ Are the ministry daring 
enough to affirm that the House 9f Cammms have 
a right to make and unmake the law of Parliament 
at thar pleasure ? Does the law of Parliament^ 
which we are so often told is the law of the land ; 
does the common right of every subject of the 
realm depend upon an arbitrary capricious vote 
of om branch of the legislature f The voice of 
TRUTja AND reason must be sQ^it*'*. . 

Sir Phi tip next observes^ ^' The prerogatives of 
the crown are not vested for his own sake in the 
person who wears it, but to insure the execution of 
his office; and then I ask, what power has the 
constitution reserved to any set of men to strip 
the crown of those prerogatives f — ^Junius takes 
the same view of the subject under the following 
figure : ^' The feather that adorns the royal bird, 
supports its flight. Strip him of his plumage^ and 
you fix him to the earM'f*.'* 

Junius, as if with a prophetic eye to the 
very question considered in the Essay, tells 
the kmg, "There are, however, two points of 
view, in which it particularly imports your Ma- 
jesty to consider the late proceedings of the House 
of Commons. By depriving a subject of his 

* Jdvius. i. 2SS< t Jvvnv^, ii. ipi. 
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bifthright^ they have attributed to their own yote 
BXi aathority equal to an act of the whole Ic^sla* 
tare; and^ though perhaps not with the same 
motives^ have strictly followed the example of 
the long Parliament, which first declared the regal 
office useless, and soon after with as little cere- 
mony dissolved the House of Lords. The same 
pretended power ^ which robs an English subject of 
his birthright^ may rob an English King of his 
crown. In another view, the resohition of the 
House of Commons, apparently not so dangerons 
to your Majesty, is still more alarming to your 
people. Not contented with divesting one man 
of his right, they have arbitrarily conveyed that 
right to another. They have set aside a return 
as illegal, without daring to censure those officers, 
who were particularly apprised of Mr. Wilkes's 
incapacity, noL only by the declaration of the 
House, but expressly by the writ directed to 
them, and^ who nevertheless returned him as 
duly elected. They have rejected the majority of 
votes, the only criterion by which our laws judge 
of the sense of the people ; they have transferred 
the right of election from the collective to the re^ 
presentative body ; and by these acts, taken sepa* 
rately or together, they have essentially altered 
the original constitution of the House of Com« 
mons. Versed, as your Majesty undoubtedly is, 
in the English history, it cannot easily escape you. 
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how much it is your intemt^ as well as your duty, 
to prevent (me of the three estates from encroach 
ing upon the provim^ of the other two, or assumr 
ing the authority of them all. When once they 
have departed from the great constitutional line, 
hy which all their proceedings should be directed, 
who will answer for their future moderation ? Or 
what assurance will they give you, that, when 
they have trampled upon their equals, they will 
submit to a stf^eriorf Your Majesty m(jy learn 
hereafter, how nearly the slave and tyrant are 
allied*." 

It is impossible to read this last extract, with- 
out adverting to the fulfilment of its prediction in 
the question canvassed in the Essay on the Re- 
gency ; and it would be unjust not io take notice 
of the consistent, constitutional part which Ju- 
nius, according to our theory, acted on that oc- 
casion. '^ The same pretended power which robs 
an English subject of his birthright,** he truly de- 
clared, ^^ may rob an English king of his crown*** 
At the time these words were written, few would 
believe them to be seriously intended to warn the 
monarch of his danger. But it now appears, that 
in protecting the great body of the people from 
the exercise of an unlawfiil power, Junius was 
also the Kirk's best friend. When the danger of 

* JuNiDS^ ii. 8S. 
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the crown wm no iongar problenntieal^ we tee 
him step forward to definad the soirereign, with 
the same boldness that he had dispkyed on behalf 
of the finbject. Such condnct adds new histre to 
the name of Junius, and stanqpa him for a ge- 
nuine EogUshman. This dacidation of his real 
character should for ever ailence those, who pre- 
tead that he was a factions demagogue ; and who 
always fancy they see, in every friend of the 
people, an enemy of the crown. 

In the condnsion of his Essay, Sir Philip 
professes to go mndi beyond his first proposi- 
tions ; and in doing so, he observes, '^ I stand on 
the constitution of my country, which I haoe stu- 
ped as long, and Ibelieoe as carefully^ as any man 
.m it: words applicable in the highest degree to 
Junius. ^' I aflbm,'* he continues, ^^ because I am 
convinced of it, that if every man in the three 
kingdoms could be called upon to give his vote 
for doing lliat whidi I say cannot be done by liie 
Lords and Commons, or otherwise dian in full 
parliament, and gave it so accordingly, no conse- 
quent act could of right be founded on that vole. 
Whyj liecMi^tikktlatvsandixmstitutiM 
forlrid itr And he adds, '^ The moment the people 
did these things, they would cease to be a nation. 
To destroy their constitution is beyond their campe-' 
fence: it is the inheritance of the unborn, as well as 
theirs. YfhBX. we have received fipom our ancestors. 
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we are morally and religionslj bounds as Well as 
by our laws^ to transmit to posterity/" Bot^ far as 
Sir Philip goes^ he does not carry his piinciples 
beyond the line drawn by Junius. The latter 
concludes, his argument on the Middlesex question 
with sentiments^ and even language^ resembling 
the above, " We awe it to our ancestors to pre- 
serve entire those rights, which they have ddiver- 
ed to our care : we owe it to our posterity^ not to 
suffer their dearest inheritance to be destroyed, 
^ut if it were possible for us to be insensible of 
these sacred claims, there is yet an obligation 
binding upon ourselves, from which notl^ng can 
acquit us ; a personal interest, which we cannot 
surrenderor Both writers consider,^ that the con- 
stitution of the country is a settled, sacred thing, 
consisting of many relative parts, each having 
certain rights : and that none of these component 
parts have power to abridge or destroy the rights 
of themselves, or of any of the rest, without 
a virtual dissolution of all government. Con- 
sistently with this view both of them maintain, 
that there are many particular things which '^ can- 
not be done by King, Lords, and Commons-f-.** 
They cannot disfnmchise a borough with a general 
view to impravement. They cannot take the trial 
by jury out of tht EngUsh constitution. They 

JvviVB, i, SS3. t Junior i. •S$8. 
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cannot limit the constitutional powers of Juries, to 
return a general verdict in all cases whatsoerer. 
'^ These are rights, my lord, which you can no 
more annihilate, than yon can the soil to which 
they are annexed.** Nor can the people, on 
their part, exercise despotic power. They cannot 
annnl their own pnTileges or those of the go- 
vernment ; as is stated in the Essay, and the quo- 
tations following. Bot by these restrictions, we 
are not to conclude that all imprQV^meqit i^ pre- 
vented. They operate negatively; and while 
they secure to every branch of the constitution its 
proper advantages, they leave an indeterminate 
field for promoting that which is die true object 
of all government — the happiness of the people. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 



Our kurt ehapttor^ containing an entire Essay from 
the pea^ of Sir Philip Francis, presents a fnli 
and ntimntilated specimen of his style of writing. 
Whatever resemblance it may bear to Junius, is 
tJience shewn to be a fek one; and while so many 
instances of likeness are wea in a certain given 
space, not selected for the pmpose of setting them 
off to greater advantage, bnt introduced for a dif- 
ferent and a definite object, some idea may be 
formed of the relation which exists between other 
productions of the same author and Junius. But 
still it may be urged, that instances of verbal 
agreement would be found in those other works 
which, from their singularity, would add strength 
to the general efiect ; and that if so many are met 
with in one Essay, numberless associations both 
in sentiment and language, worthy of particular 
enumeration, would occur to the inquiring eye, in 
works of a larger kind. The remark is just ; 
and in order to answer this common expectation 
as satisfactorily as possible, we shall lay before the 
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reader some strong parallel passages whidb chance 
has thrown in our way^ in addition to those which 
have been already noticed. As it seldom happens 
that others attribute to proofs of this kind tlie an* 
thority they possess in the estimation of him who 
first meets with them^ and as the present cause 
rests on better evidence than even simHar ideas m 
corresponding farms qfkmgtiagey regard will be had 
to worthy rather than number^ in making the se- 



Bnt the circnmstance from which numy of the 
following quotations' derive their chief title to con- 
sideration is this : that they are very nearly coeval 
in their origin with the Letters of Junius ; that 
they are the ordinary expressions of the writer at 
a great distance from England, when, having no 
expectation that they would ever tend to illustrate 
the present or any other literary question, he conld 
have had no motive either to imitate the style of 
Junius, or to dq>art from that which was natural 
to himself. 

The peculiarity of our first example is height- 
ened by the fact of its being not only varied firom 
in many instances by Junius, but also by Sir 
Philip. In the former, it might be supposed to 
favour the opinion that two persons were concerned 
in writing the Letters ; but what shall we infer 
from the equally fluctuating practice of the latter ? 
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Junius**— ^' As it is, wheoever he changes hta 
servants, he is sore to have the people in that i&^ 
stance of his side^ (iii. 1 1 6.) 

^^ I am persnaded he woold have the 

reasonable part of the Awericana of hi» side^ 
(iii. 160.) 

^' Here, my lord, you have fortune qf 

■ ■ * ' I have no donbt that with an act of 
Parliament of my side, I should have been too 
strong for them all.** (Ed. 1773. iL 279.) 

■ ^ ' One would think that all the fools 
were of the other side of the question.** (i. *295) 

" IFe have the laws of our. side^ and want 

nothing but an intrepid leader.** (ii. 143.) 

" It is true he professes doctrines which 

would be treason in America, but in England, at 
least, he has the lotos of his side/* (iii. 84.) 

Francis. — ^But he who knows that he has the 
law of his side, will never think of appealing ta ne^ 
cessity for a defence of the legality of his mea- 
sures.** (Parliamentary Debates, xxiii. 433.) 

^^ My reply to the preceding minute is 

intended for my own justification, and to satisfy 
the Court of Directors, that if I persist in a con* 
duct opposed to the decided sense of the majority, 
it is not from obstinacy or passion, but that I have 
some reason of tmf side, and that I am not so illr 
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advised as to endeavour to support any opiiiion 
by appealing to evidence that proves directly 
agabstme.'* (Minnte, 21st May, 1778, No. 46^ 
App. 6th Report.) 

■ ^ ^ I confess he supported his opinion 
with so many plansible arguments, that I myself 
began to think he might have reason of his side^ 
(Speech, July S, 1784.) 

— — — " Let the questions be put into writing, 
and read or delivered to her publicly, and then I 
think there can be no ground for a suspicion of 
undue influence of either sideJ" (Minute, June 8, 
1775, App. to 6th Article, No. 1 17.) 

■ ^ ^ Considerations of that kind are irre- 
gular ; and, as I think, not fit to be insisted on of 
either side."" (Minute, March 2, 1778, App. to 6th, 
7th, and 1 4th Article, p. . 1 08 1.) 

*^ A brave man, with truth of his side, 

need not wish to be eloquent."* (On Paper Cur- 
rency.) 

There is, perhaps, no phrase more uncommon 
than that of so/or forth, in the pages of an ad- 
mired author. 

Junius. — *' If any objections are raised, which 
are not answered in my third Letter, you will, I am 
sure, answer for me, so far forth, ore tenus^ 
(i. *316.) 

-■ -^^ So far forth as it operates, it consti- 
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tates a HxNise of Ckimmons ndiich does not reprek 
sent the people."* (L 135.) 

** I would tell ium^ it contained the 

plan upon which Mr. Crosby and you were desir- 
ous to acty provided he would engage to concur in 
it iond^fiiky so far forth as lie was concerned."' 
(i. *273.) 

Francis. — *^ If, as in the present instance^ I am 
not to know wimt the intelligence is on which the 
board resolves to act^ nor by what authimty such 
intelligence is supported^ I certainly am no judge 
of the necessity or propriety of the measure said to 
be founded on such intelligence^ and am so far 
forth deprived of the exercise of die trust reposed 
in sue by Parliament." (Minute, August 2, 1779^ 
1st. Rq>. App. 44.) 

: — " I object to, and protest against all 

private correspondence betwete the Governor-Ge- 
neral and Commanjding Officer of the Company's 
troops, so far forth as such correspondence, &c.** 
(Nov. 16, 1778, No. 153, App. 6th Rep.) 

" So far forth I also meet the opinion 

of the Govemor^General and Mr. Barwell.** (June 
10, 1779, No. 197, App. 6tb Rep.) 

** If their authority be slighted or defied, 

it follows, that the dependance of that distant do- 
minion on this country is so far forth weakened, 
and its connection with it loosened, if not dissolv- 
ed." (Letter to Lord Nortlj, 1777, p. 103.) 
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** So far forth there was a laTing to 

the coantrj.** (Speech 19th April, 1787, p. 28.) 

The following expression is a solecism :— 

Junius. — I am sorry to tell yon^ Sir William, 
that in tills article, yonr bntfad is false.** (i. 75.) 

Francis. — ^^ This part of the motion, I say, 
implies s^ false factr (Minnte, October 12th, 1778. 
No. 146. App. 6th Rep.) 

This word, ^^ejfammabk,*'occarsin no dictionary. 

Junius. — '^ The cases to prove that the as- 
sumed privileges of either House of Parliament are 
not examinabk elsewhere than in their own houses^ 
are Lord Shaftsbury*s case, &€.** (iii. 362.) 

Francis. — ^ He has added some specific evi- 
dence, which I shall take the liberty to examine, 
because it is of an examinable nature in itself, and 
happens to be fiuniliar to me."* (Speech, July 2, 
1784.) 

In favourite metaphorical eapressims, an excel- 
last clue is obtained for tracing an anonymous au- 
thor. Of this class, the following are among the 
most singular : — 

Junius — *^ Go to little 5 per cents reduced; 
you'll find him a mere scrip of a secretary; an 
omnium of all that's genteel." (iii. 425.) 

Francis — ^^ I say we are a nation of S per 
centSy and nothing else." (Speech, March 1, 1792.) 

Junius.— ^^ Tell us in what instance he has 
discovered a single rcnf (fwisdom, solidity, or judg- 
ment.'* (iii. 286.) 
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--" To what an enormous excess it has 

safely conducted youf Grace, without a ray of real 
understanding.^ (ii. 322.) 

" The Secretary at War, it is true, 

has a moltitode of enemies^ bat the bitterest of 
thm will not affirm, that he is positively an 
ideot, without a single ray of understanding.^ (iii. 
280.) 

Francis. — ^^ If Moodajee Boosk has a ray of 
understanding, and reflects, &c.** (Minute, July 18, 
1778, No. 70. App. 6th Rep.) 

" Power alone, withput a particle of 

skill, or a ray of genius j can do more mischief in a 
day, than wisdom and industry can repair in a 
century .** (Speeches on the Mahratta War, 1805, 
p. 75.) 

JtJXins. — '^ He precludes himself from solicit- 
ing, with any colour of decency, a real and solid re«- 
ward from the city.** (i. 272.) 

'* With what colour of truth can he pre- 
tend that I am no where to be encountered but-in 
a newspaper ?" (ii. 305 .) 

'^ Neither can it be said, with any colour 

of truth, to be part of the common law of Ebg^ 
land.** (ii. 212.) 

Frakcis. — ^^' Oor superiors will judge whether 
the doctrine can witH the least colour of truth be ap- 
plied to any acts of mine.** (Minute, March 8, 
1779> No. 182. App. 6th Rep.) 
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-"-■^ — '— " I admit the principle^ as fiir as it can 
be urged by Mr. Hastings with any colour of reasoH 
or justice.^ (Minute, September 11,1 780.) 

Junius. — ^^ The first act of his own adminis* 
tration was to impose that tax upon America, 
which has since thrown the whole continent into a 
Jhmer (iii. 185.) 

Francis. — '^ I can remember the time, when 
an atten^ of this nature would have thrown 
th$ whale kingdom into afiameT (ParL Deb. xvi. 
S28.) 

Junius. — ^^ But perseverance, management, 
and determined good humour, will set every thing 
right, and^ in the end, h^euk the heart of Mr, 
Home.'' (l*3S0.) 

Francis;— " They will all make common 
cause against him, and sooner or later overcome 
his resolution, or hrt(^ his hearth (Speech, 7th 
March, 1786.) 

Junius. — " This Iconcewe is the last disorder 
of the state. The consultation meets but to dis- 
agree ; opposite medicines are prescribed ; and the 
last fixed on is changed by the hand that gives it/' 
(iii. 176.) 

Francis. — ^^ This Iconcewe is the last state of 
misrule into which a nation can falL** (Letter to 
Lord North, 1777.) 

Junius. — '^ A sick man might as well expect 
to be cured by a consultation of doctors. They 
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talk^ and debate, and wrangle, and the patient ex* 
pires.** (iL 491*) 

Francis.— ^^ The case is pressing. — ^Men 6i 
distingnished abilities and long experience recom- 
mend diflerent courses. Therefore follow none of 
them. Doctors difier: let the patient perish.** 
(Speech, 23d April, 1793.) 

JuNius.-^^^ Will yon not endeavonr to remove 
or alleviate the most dangerous symptoms, because 
you cannot eradicate the disease}^ (ii. 224.) 

Francis. — ^^ The actnal choice lies between a 
^sease, which threatens immediate dissolution, and 
a remedy which at least gives time for delibera* 
tion. We know not what &vourable turns may 
appear during an interval of repose ; but at any 
rate, we should not hasten a crisis, at which 
neither prudence nor fortune can save the object.** 
(Letter to Lord North, 1777.) 

Junius. — ^^ Will that man who sleepeth never 
awake r (iii. 294.) 

Francis. — ^^ Under the influence of this 
dream they have embarked in schemes of the 
most dangerous nature, and wasted the Company*^ 
property with unexampled profusion. It is high 
time that they should be tmokened from it.** 
(Minute, No. 197, App. 6th Rep.) 

Junius. — ^^ If the Treasury, without hearing, 
is suffered to haliioo an informer at your estate 
(iii. 54.) 



#• 
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Francis. — ^^ Even judges themselves came 
down to support him, to greet him with early 
cheers, and encourage him with the smiles and the 
halloo of government" (Speech, 7th Feb. \79t6.) 

Junius. — " Charles Fox is yet in blossom^ 
(ii. 244.) 

Francis. — '^ His (Mr. Pitt*s) promises blossmn 
like himself; we know not what bitter fruits they 
may produce." (Speech, 13th Feb. 1787.) 

Junius ^^ He would have shifted, and de- 

layed^ and played the back-game to have got rid of 
it- (iii. 47.) 

Francis. — ^' Yet this disgrace has been vo- 
luntarily incurred, for the sake of a solid advan- 
tage, by wise and powerful princes, who weighed 
the candle against the game.*" (Lietter to Lord 
Holland, p. 66.) 

Junius. — " We may retire to our prayers, for 
the game is upr (iii. 1 83.) 

Francis — ^^' Whether you laugh or cry, the 
game is upr (Letter to Lord Holland, P- 41.) 

Sometimes particular doctrines are laid down 
in similar words. 

• Junius.—" It is not that precedents haoe amf 
weight with me in opposition to principles ; but I 
know they weigh with the multitude.** (i. * 309.) 

" Precedents^ in opposition to principles^ 

have little wdght with Junius." (i. 175.) 
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Francis. — '^ He objected to the laiv^ as tub- 
yersive of the principles of the constitation, and 
not to be justified by any precedents opposed to prin- 
ciples.'* (Parliamentary Debates^ zix. 28.) 

Junius. — ^' One precedent creates another* 
They soon accamnlate, and constitnte law; wfuU 
yesterday was fact, to day is doctrine.^ (i. 3.) 

Francis.--*^ fVhat yesterday was prosperous, 
to day is desperate.** (Speech^ 2d Jnly^ 1784.). 

" From a civil to a military^ from a 

military to an arbitrary government the gradations 
are easy^ and the transition will be rapid. The. 
9Hme facts which counteract principles to day, will 
be precedents to morrow, and principles the day 
after.. Let the nati(m look toit^ (Parliamentary 
Debates^ xxviii. 4Sd.) 

Junius. — '^ When such a man stands forth, let 
the nation look to it^ (ii. 143.) 

" To vulgar minds it may i^^iear unat- 

tainable, because vulgar mnds make no distinction 
between the highly difficult and the impossibk^ 
(iii. 171.) 

Francis.—^' To distinguish and resolve at a 
glance, in a question instant of life and death, 
between extreme difficulty, and positive i$i^possibility^ 
is the surest indication of a superior mind.^ (Letter 
to Lord Holland, p. 29-) 

JuNius.-^^^ Betraying an unreasonable expec* 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. S4S 

tadon of benefits^ pare and entire, from any f^aman 
msiitutiany they in effect arraign the goodness of 
Providence, and confess that they are dissatisfied 
widi the common lot of hnmanity,** (i. 1 1 .) 

" It is not the only instance in the 

wisest of human institutions^ where theory is at va^ 
riance with practice.^ (i. 4 1 .) 

Francis. — '^ If these leading prmciples are 
such as the House, upon a fair review of them^ 
shall think it right to adhere to and confirm, it 
would answer no purpose of mine to shew that 
there were mistakes or inconsistencies in the detail. 
Defects of that kind belong to all human institutions^ 
and are easily corrected. On the other hand, if 
the principles of the law should, on a fair review 
of them, be reprobated by the House as false, ab- 
surd, and uruxmstitutianalj the great and essential 
part of my task is accomplished.** (Speech, 7th 
March, 1786.) 

Junius. — ** If every line of it were treason, 
his charge to the jury would still be faUe, absurd, 
illegal, and unconstitutionair (i. S7.) 

Junius. — " You have no enemies, Sir, but 
those who persuade you to aim at power without 
rigktr (i. 44^) 

4——" If, on your part, you should have no 
plain, substantial defence, but should endeavour to 
shelter yourself under the quirk and evasion of m 

r2 



244 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

practising lawyer^ or under the more insulting as* 
sertipn di power without right, the reputation you 
pretend to is gone for ever." (ii. 407-) 

" It is a power without right, and a 

daring violation of the whole English law of bail." 

(ii. 419.) 

Francis. — *^ This law formally introduces^ 
into the inmost recesses of personal confidence 
and friendship^ the worst of all the instruments 
that have ever been employed by power without 
right."" , (Speech, 7th March, 1786.) 

** An ia*bitrary succession of acts of 

power without right, flowing from different sources, 
and excluding every idea of unity, r^ularity or 
system.** (Original Minutes, 1776. p. 28.) 

Junius. — " The power of King, Lords, and 
Commons, is not an arbitrary power. Thetf are 
the trustees, not the owners of the estate. The fee 
simple is in us. They cannot alienate, they cannot 
waste." (i. 5.) 

Francis. — '^ The last appeal I shall make is 
to the prudence of the House. fVe are trustees 
for the nation, and accountable for the trust reposed 
in us.^ (Parliamentary Debates, xlv. 171.) 

^^ As trustees to the Company, we have 

no discretionary power to give away their pro- 
perty." (7th May, 1778* Evidence to 6, 7, and 
14th Articles.) 
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Junius. — ^^ In a great business, there is no- 
thing so fiaital as cunning management." (i. S7S.) 

Francis. — " In the conduct of great affairs, 
the advantages of cunning are very inconsiderable." 
(Question stated^ p. 9*) 

Junius. — " I would engage your favourable 
attention to what I am going to say to you ; and 
/ entreat you not to be too hasty m concluding, 
irom the apparent tendency of this Letter^ to any 
possible interests or connections of my own." (Pri- 
vate Letter to Wilkes, i. * 264.) 

Francis.-^*' My second request is, that gen- 
tlemen win have the goodness and the candour to 
hear me out ; that they will not suffer their minds 
to travel faster than I do ; that they will not an- 
tidpate my conclusions, and much more, that they 
will not conclude for me.*^ (Speech, April II, 

1796.) 

** Again / entreat the House most ear- 
nestly on this point, not to antidpate my argu- 
ment, nor to conclude either hastily for me or 
against me." (Ibid.) 

The last and the following sentiment could not 
have been seen by Sir Philip Francis, both 
bdng contained in one of the private Letters 
to Wilkes. 

Junius. — ^^ There is a rule in business that 
would save much time if it were generally adopt- 
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ed. A quotum mce decided, is no longer a mlgect of 
argumentr . (i. 305.) 

Francis.- — ^ I will not continue to argue a 
question on which I have (Uready submitted to judge- 
ment. If the event of the present mensares shpolfl 
ever force an inqniry into the Origin and motives 
of them ; the merit of those persons who have 
promoted or opposed them^ will not be tried by 
nice verbal distinctions^ or by tortormg particular 
digressions in debate to a ^ense inconsistent with 
the general principles, ayowed opiniops, and nni- 
form copdttct of tbpse who nse them. The inquiry 
will coinmeDpe at the source of the mfasnres in 
question.** (Minote> S7th Aprjl^ 1778i App. 41, 
6th Rep.) 

Junius.. — ^^ I am well assured that Junius 
will never descend to a disppte with such a writer 
as Modestus, especially as the dispute must be 
chiefly about wordsT (it 28.) 

" But I shall not defend to 4 dispute 

about wordsy I speak to thvngsT {^\y I37O , 

Francis. — '^If this w^ne a contest .^bout 
livn&> and if tUngs pf tfee grefljt^st. quoinent were 
not at stake, &cr (l^ip»tei 1 774^ App, 45,^; 5tfi 

^ — ^^ A dispute about the conj$tr^f^ffn qf 

}t9k>rds migkt ke^ en^efis^i | wlllr|t|iere&r6 j^,enter 
. iptp^ it; Imt cpnimt «iy^«lf iwiftli «|a$wg WJK I 
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think the trde sense and meaning of die Com- 
pany's present orders.** (Minate^ 13th March^ 
1778^ App. 38, 6thRep,) 

— — *' Mnch might be said in defence of 
those opinions, which the Govemor-^General has 
been pleased to canvass so miniitely ;butastke or-- 
gument would turn chiefly on the construction of 
words, on nice distinctions injorming such construe- 
tionSf and probable inferences deduced from thence^ I 
shall not enter into iiT (Minute, 8d February, 
1 778, App, 29, 6th Rep.) 

Junius. — " If, therefore, the principles I main-^ 
tain are truly constitutional, 1 shall not think myself 
answered, though I should be cosmeted qf a mistake 
in terms, or of misapplying the language of the law* 
I speak to the plain understanding of the people, and 
appeal to their honest, liberal construction of 
me." (Pref. i. ♦11.) 

Fhancis. — ^^ It is not a trial between cunning 
knowledge and unlearned reasm. It is not a victory 
qf legal argument aver an wdeamed uu&oiduai cov^ 
tendif^ for his birthright, whidh in such a question 
will satisfy the sense andjudgmient tf the nationJ" 
(Speech, 7th March, 1786.) 

JuNiu^»~*^^ You have no enemies. Sir, but 
diose who persuade you to aim at power without 
right, and who thii& it flattery to tell you that the 
diaracter of king dissohes the natural relation be-/ 
tween guUt and punishment J^ (i. 44.) 
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Francis. — " In the present practice^ the whole- 
some relation between guilt and pufushment is in- 
verted.** (On Paper Cnrrency.) 

— — — " Nor will I leave it to the master to 
£s3ohe the relation between his slave and himself, 
JQSt whenever he pleases.** (Speech, 1 1th Aprils 

1796.) 

— " By which they obtained some of the 

advantages attached to the condition of a Roman 

citizen, though the relation between the freed- 

man and his master was not entirely dissohed^ 

(Ibid.) 

Junius. — " Can any man in his senses afftrm^ 
that as tilings are now circiunstanced in this conn- 
try, it is possible to exterminate corrnptlon ?** (L 
*«28.) 

Francis. — ^^ Bnt does any man in his senses be- 
lieoe the statement to be tme?** (Speech, 11th 
April, 1796.) 

Junius. — ^^ Still jon will find an insurmount- 
able difficulty in the eseeution!* (i. *A%9*) 

Feancis. — *^ Hie difficulties in the e^recution 
would still be insurmountable.'', . (Speech, 1 1th 
April, 1796.) 

There is a manner in: the; following passage^ 
which belongs. only to the poeseiUtwriters^ .-/ ,.),* 

Junius.—** Whorattatks >:the - liberty rpf ; the 
press? Lord: Mansfidd-^-^Whoinirade^; tjii9^)jppn^ 
stitutional power 6f jnjries? Lord Mansfield. — 
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What jndge ever challenged a joryman^ but Lord 
Mansfield, &€.?** (ii. 355.) 

Francis. — '^ But in the consideration of these 
oflfences, who is the offend^ party ? The negro- 
driver, — ^Who is the judge of the fact ? The driver. 
Who awards the punishment ? The driver. — ^Who 
inflicts it ? The driver, with his own hand."* 

The sarcastic allusion to the religion ^ the 
court, in the subjoined quotation, will recal the 
memory of one of the most extraordinary cha- 
racteristics of Junius. 

Francis. — " The condition of the army is 
sufficient to prove what thb condition of the 
country must be, where soldiers range at large, 
not only without civil, authority, but without dis* 
cipUne. But the groans of Ireland are too distant 
to be heard. Her sorrows are not seen. The dresses 
of the opera are corrected, and all the duties of Chris- 
tianity are performed^ (Question stated, p. SI.) 

The following adjurations are of an extra- 
ordinary kind : — 

JuNius.r— ^^ In the name of God and the laws^ 
are such men fit to govern a great kingdom?^ 
(iii. 31.) 

^" In the name of common sense, what 

useful purpose wiU her submission answer ?" (iii. 
183.) 

*^^In the name af dccmof and common 
sense, what are your grace's merits ?** (ii. SSI.) 
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Frakcis. — ^^ In the name of Crod and common 
senscy what have we gained by consnltiiig these 
learned persons ?" (ParL Deb. xxiii. 431.) 

" In the name of God and justice^ ftc* 

(Speech, Iflth April, 1787.) 

But perhaps the most singular instance of 
agreement, in the peculiar use of words, is to be 
found in the following quotations. 

JuKius.*-^'^ As far as thdr history has ^een 
known, the son has r^ularly wgnvoed upon the 
vices of his &ther, and has taken care to fnnsmit 
them pure and undiminished into the bosom of 
his soccessor.*" (ii. 403.) 

FRAKCis.-rr" After all, mere precedents seldom 
amount to a satisfactory proof of right, especially 
in matter of govemment. PoUtical societies have 
existed too long, to leave any abuse without an 
example. We may improve upon the errors of our 
predecessors, but we cannot be original.'* (Original 
Minutes, p. 96.) 

This use of die word imprme in what gram^ 
marians call a bad sense, since it does not mean 
to amend or shun those errors and yioes, but to go 
beyond them in excess, is so unlike the language of 
all • other writers, that it may be regarded as the 
most oonspiouous proof of identity which this 
dass of examples is capable of aflfording. 

l%e following address by Sir Philif Francis^ 
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closely resembles a well known passage in tli« 
Letters. 

Francis. — " If I conld personify the House 
of Commons^ it would be my interest as well as my 
dnty to approach so great a person with the utmost 
respect. But respect does not exclude jirmntss^ and 
should not restrain me from saying, that it is the 
function of your greatness, as well as of your office, 
to listen to Xruth, especially when it arraigns a pro- 
ceeding of your own. I am not here to admire 
your consistency, or to applaud the conduct which 
I am endeayonring to correct. These topics do 
not furnish any subject for applause. You have 
nothing like praise to expect from me ; upless you 
feel, as I do, that a compliment of the highest or- 
der is included in the confidence which appeals to 
ypnr justice against your inclination." (%)eech, 

nth April, 1796.) 

Junius, in his celebrated Letter to the King, 
introduces his personal address to the monardi 
with the same remark* '* He would deliver his 
sentiments with dignity and^rmness, hntnat.mth'^ 
fiut. respect."^ And he proceeds:—" Sir, it is the 
n^fqitune qf your life, atid originally the cause of 
every reproach and distress which has attended 
yopr government, that you should never have'been 
£K;quainted with the language qf truths until jn^ 
heard it in the con^plaints of your people. ^*^ I 
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wonld prepare your mind for a favourable recep- 
tion of truthr (ii. 64.) 

The words in small capitals in the following 
extracts, are in lialks in the original : a circnm- 
stance which adds to their remarkable simila- 
rity. 

Junius. — " To say that they will not make 
this extravagant use of their power, would be a 
kingnage unfit for a man so learned in the laws as 
you are. By your doctrine, Sir, they have the 
power ; and laws, you know, are intended to guard 
against tphat men may doj not to trust to what they 
WILL do."" (i. 199.) 

Francis. — " What they will do I know not, 
but this is what they hat do under the present 
institution.** (Speech, March 7, 1 786.) 

— — " The Lords and Commons who com- 
pose the present pannel are honourable men. So 
are we all. But let it be remembered that laws are 
made to guard against what men may ^h, not to 
trust to what they will db.** (Speech, March 7f 
1786.) 

Both writers adopt the same quotations in two 
or three instances, and the extracts are of unusual 
occurrence. 

Junius ^^ I cannot express my opinion of the 

present ministry more exactly, than in the words 
of Sir Richard Steele :— that we are governed by a 
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set of drivellers, whose foMjtal^s away dU digmty 
from distress, and makes even calamity ridiculous.'* 

(i. 231.) 

Francis '^ Sach authors of such ruin take 

mvay all dignity from distress, and make calamity ri- 
diculous.'' (On P^per Currency.) 

Junius. — ^^ It was on a consideration of this 
kind of character that a great poet says with a sin- 
gular emphasis— £esMire the fury ^ a patient man'* 
(iii. 8.) 

Francis. — " Agreed. Then look to the pro- 
verbi for instruction, before it be too late. Beware 
the fury of a patient man.*" (Plan of Reform^ &c. 
p. 30.) 

Junius '* While this censorial power is 

maintained, to speak in the words of a most inge- 
nious foreigner*, both minister and magistrate is 

* This quotation from De Lolme has been thought to favoiur the 
opinion that he was Junius. Without entering into the numerous 
insurmountable objections to such an hypothesis, I would ask whc^ 
ther Sir Philip Fravcis^ by having twice employed the same quo- 
tation withoui acknowledgment, is not much more likely to be the 
author of the Letters, than De Lolme, whose name is pointedly 
mentioned by Junius in connection with the extract ? 

The *' Corutitution de t Angleterre* was published in 1771, at the 
end of which year it was noticed with high encomiums in the pre- 
lace to the Letters. It is possible that De Lolme, flattered by this at- 
tention, would send his " Parallel between the English constitution 
and the former government of Sweden** to Junius, for his correc- 
tion ; and perhaps this was the large roU contmmng a pampMet which 
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compelled^ in almost every instance^ to choose be- 
tween kis Aihf and his reputoHan.^ (i\ 13.) 

Francis. — ^' The wisdom of our ancestors has 
deemed the inspection of the public eye upon the 
proceedings of the court to be a powerful guard 
over the virtue of the judge ; and the best and 
wisest of our judges have thought it no impeach- 
ment of their integrity. An open trial obliges the 
judge in every question that comes before him, to 
choose between his duty and the loss of his repu- 
tation.*" (Speech, 7th March, 1786.) 

-^' The learned person who ventures to 

affirm that the proposition is true in the terms 
in which I have stated it, should remember that 
his character is at stake, that he acts under the in- 

f 

spectioh of the public eye, and that he is going to 
choose between his duty and the loss of his r^utation 
foreoerK (Speech, 7lii March, 1786.) 

These are only a few of those parallel passages 

Woodfall forwarded in February^ 1772* Whether De Lolme trans- 
lated his own Essay, (of which the ** Paraller* wai a portion,) or 
whether he employed an English coadjutor, he would equally be 
glad of the revision of Juvius, whose Letters appear to have first 
led him to write on the English constitution. The incompetency 
of De Lolme to compose in English without assistance, may be in- 
ferred from his dedication to the Essay, and fronf the different style 
of his various productions. His not having come to England till the 
winter of 1 768-9, renders it w^iossS^ that he could have been Ju- 
ki us. 
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nnd phrases, which the course of reading necessary 
for this investigation has siijpplied ; but'frotn their 
extraordinary character, they will no doubt be 
thought to maintain the cause .with much sncoess* 
To judge of them &irly, they should be compared 
with other attempts to identify Junius by die 
same description of eridence. The intrinsic yalue 
of each of these examples would then be duly esti- 
mated. 

It only remains that we should take an enlarg- 
ed survey of the literary character of both writers, 
in order to see whether, on the whole, they agree 
as perfectly, as they have been found to do in par- 
ticular instances. 

The diaraeter of Junius as an Author is thus 
given by the writer of the Preliminary Essay. 
^^ The distinguishing features of his style are, 
ardour, spirit, perspicuity, classical correctness, 
sententious epigrammatic compression: his cha- 
racteristic ornaments, keen, indignant invective; 
audadous interrogation ; shrewd, severe, antitheti- 
cal retort; proud, presumptuous disdain of the 
powers of his adversary; pointed, and appro- 
priate allusions tiiat can never be mistaken, but 
are often overcharged, and at times perhaps to- 
tally unfounded; similes introduced, not for the 
purpose of decoration, but of illustration and 
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energy, brilliant, burning, admirably selected, and 
irresistible in their appUcation*.** 

To the above summary of his character, the 
following is added ip the same work from the pen 
of an opponent of Junius. ^^ Rapid, violent, and 
impetuous, he affirms without reason, and decides 
without proof; as if he feared that the shw me^ 
thods of induction and argument would interrupt 
him in his progress, and throw obstacles in the wajf 
cf his career. But though he advances with the 
largest strides, his steps are measured, his expres- 
sions are selected with the most anxious carCy and 
his periods terminated in harmonious cadence. 
Thus he captivates by his confidence, by the turn 
of his sentences, and by the force of his words. 
His readers are persuaded because they are agi- 
tated, and convinced because they are pleased. 
Their assent therefore is never withheld, though 
they scarcely know why, or even to what it is 
yieldedf." 

This last quotation is in itself so excellent as 
to claim regard, even if the view it gives of the 
literary character of Junius were less correct. 
But when to the capacity of its author for the task 
of criticism we add this consideration, that the 
praise he bestows is extorted from him, the hi^ 

* Juyivs, i. * SQ. t Juviut, i. •90. 
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opinion he has expressed of the abilities of Junius 
becomes still more worthy of attention. I have 
chosen to give the sefitiments of others rather 
than my own^ that I might not seem to shape the 
materials for my purpose ; and after the more fa- 
vourable description^ that estimate of our author 
is introduced whidi is the least to be suspected of 
partiality, in order to avoid the suspicion of hav- 
ing over-rated his merits. 

The same work to which we are indebted for 
the authentic biography of Sir Philip Francis, 
contains a critique on his character as an Author^ 
which in every respect may be considered as a fit 
companion for the preceding. If our conjecture 
be well founded, the two portraits should be strik- 
ingly alike, though they vary in the time of life, 
and are sketched by different hands : let the reader 
compare them, and &ee whether they do not ftilfii 
this expectation. 

**Tlie works of Sir Phtlip Francis re^ 
semble, in a great measure, those of Lord Bacon, 
of whom it was said, that no mansprammed so much 
meaning into so few words, or, as Edmund Burke 
said of his style, there is no gumrmfjksh in it* His 
language is figurative and expressive in perfection. 
You never doubt about his meaning. In argu^. 
ment, he lightens rather than reasons on his subject. 
Vivid ^flashes from his mind, in rapid succession, iUu- 

s 
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minate the question^ not by formal induction^ but by 
Uniform splendor and irresistible (xnruscationy 

^^ His style,** says the same elegant critic, "is 
60 perfectly musical, and moves to such a spright- 
ly, animated, and interesting measure, that, as it 
has been observed of Greek, thel*e would be a de- 
light in bearing it read, even if one did not under- 
stand it. Ti^e sentences are so constructed that 
they roll down of themselves, and, like Sisyphus'* 
stone, tbe moment they reach the bottom, vebound, 
and mount again on the other side, 

*' AiJwp hc&ta. lAhyh Ko}<!v$st9 Aoa; dvouiiff*' 

'* This excellence is not, however, produced by 
a sacrifice to pedantic or affected phrases. The 
essence of language is to be intelligible. New- 
fangled terms, and sesquipedalian words, may 
please fools, and deceive them into a belief that 
they cover sense ; but sense, were it ever accom- 
panied, would be disgraced by such ornaments. 
As Sir Philip has a fine ear for the collocation of 
words, so has he a true taste in their selection. 
The first of Latin critics has said : " Utinam ct 
'oerba in usu quotidiano posita minus tmerctnusr 
Our author has felt the weight of that remark, 
and by it acquired a . nobk simplicity ^ expression^ 
icorthy of his thoughts. Every thing in his writings. 



^heth^r frtfmnS or ^kkrtoUc^ is fMH &hd ckt^. 
H^ iheA tufki ttittf iegA, ai^d duhi^i i^elf mdy 

sc^ijytioto of tit stjte rf JtJl^lts Aiid Sir Piitiilp 
Francis, will be more ftdly felt if they are trans- 
posed in the mind of the reader. Considered in 
their application to writings which neither of them 
were intended to characterize, it will be apparent 
to any one conversant with either author, that the 
same qualities must exist in the works of both, or 
the criticisms would in some respects have been 
inapplicable. 

Thus we have gone through every species of 
inquiry that can be suggested, to prove the truth 
or fidlacy of any conjecture, and individually, aa 
well as collectively, all are seen to lead to one and 
the same result We have called, as it were, upon 
many different witnesses, wholly unconnected with 
each other, unknowing what had been related, and 
strangers to what might follow, yet each tells a 
tale which confirms the truth in his own particular 
case, and all unite together in producing a consis- 
tent series of proofs, resting on facts in the first 
instance, and bearing directly upon the point de- 

* Monthly Minor, March, ISIO. 

SS 
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sired, so as to leave pofaaps nothing wantii^ to 
establish full conytctioD. However, to make as- 
surance doubly snre^ we shall extend our invertU 
gatjion into another district, where additional evi- 
dence of an interesting nature will be met with* 
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Ix an inquiry like the present, as soon as a valid 
conjecture was formed^ it would follow^ that look* 
ing at the question in as many different lights as 
possible^ and in every variety of position^ we 
should find a still greater number of confirma^ 
tions; and that thus encouraged and supported^ 
we should perceive it to be far more diflScult to 
know when to stop^ than where to meet with evi- 
deuce worthy of being adduced. A superfluity of 
this kind causes the following facts^ documents^ 
and arguments to be laid before the reader. The 
question might be considered as determined by 
what has been advanced ; but amidst the numerous 
proems that offer in support of our opinion, the fol«< 
lowing appear to be so conclusive in themselves, 
as to deserve particular distinction. They are also] 
cl)osen from the rest, because they materially elu- 
cidate some of the opinions held by Junius oir 
particular subjects, and because the compositions^ 
which they include are desirable additions to his* 
other works. t 

The compiler of this investigation was acci- 
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dentally turning over the pages of Almonds Anec- 
dotes of Lord CiiATHAK^ when his eye was caught 
by several passages so much in the style of Junius, 
as to call forth this observation — that either Lord 
Ch ATH ABi was the Author of the Letters*, or J u- 
Nius had reported Lord Chatham's Speeches. Cht 
closer inspection it appeared, that the pages which 

* If it were 9^ (jueidon worth debating w^ hm th^ bost of ^ 
proofs^ that Lord Chatham's peculiarities of thinking apd expre»; 
tton, did noty of necessity, ^ve a complexion to these speeches so 
much like that of Juvius. It b well kno\m that Hugh ^oyd wm 
sm^tiims of be\ng tb^ought th^ writer of the Letters, an^ t^t he 
imitated the 8ty]/e of Jywius. He, by a singular coincidence, also 
reported two of Lord Chatham*8 speeches in 1775, and 1777 i and 
iiere^ if any where, we might expect to find that character exlubited 
wbi^h is seen iu the rqport^ by.S^ PcqiLXP FRAnoxa. BMt m$her 
are they like the lat^ur, nor like Junius. • It ia as^nishing hpw to- 
tally they differ from both : something might be expected from Lord 
Chatham*^ numner, and something from Boyd's habitual imitation 
qC JvKiU3 ; but tkem ii oiit a thou^t or expression in. those speecbcA 
which saroors eithcf of Juxrivs, or oELord Chatham ashe isrqireH 
sented by Sir Pii^Lif Francis. The consequence is, that qot oqly 
must Lotd Chatham have no credit ifor the literary' beauties in the 
iqiart& ofSir PAilip Fravcis, under the plea that the woidt weie 
so atiTongly i/npieved. oa the h^^'s mind, that he unavoid^yr 
adopted them ia repeatipg the sentiments, H^x then Hugh Boyd 
would have preserved some, at least, of these membra poelce, but also 
Bbyd must beLabora of Atr pretensions to be Juirxus, by failing on so 
ijeiDarkAbl^ aa oQc^on to sustaifi any p^rt of thai chaffhoier, ifbicb 
is so well supported by Sir Philip, If the reader U desirous to ob-^ 
tain ocular demonstration of the truth of our representation, he will 
findfio^d'a reports ia the volume of Almon*e Anecdotes which con- 
tains those' of Sir Philip FRANeis, whereby a mos|; ftvowaUe op* 
portonity is preseolted fot making a comparison. • 
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eoDtainedthe »piritof J UNf us were priadpaUyocayK 
pied by the reports of two debates^ Qut tkeHth^ liie 
other on the SSd of Januarir^ 1770; that tfaoe^Iattar 
was the cdtnpositioii of a gei^tlfeinaQ who hiid fsr* 
Dished Alizioti with tb6 previoiis repibtt ; aod that a 
paragraph was prefixed to this first dfebate^ contain* 
iog allosions to the RejMirter^ applicdble^ ds We hay^ 
before noticed^ only to Sir Puiltp Francis. The 
reasons which led to that opinioA have bten stated; 
and the^ were cog^Eit Plough for the pnfpoee thejr 
were tbto intended to aerye : bat <o build any'titfng 
snbstuitiaA and ins'porf tot npon thk gronnd it is 
obvions that a better tide o^ght to be prodtced. 
This has since been aocideutallf ptfotUed, — £a^ 
New Pabjliamentary Histort the abbr^^nien- 

9 

tioned speeches are inserted^ and the following note 
by the Editor accompanies the first of them : — ' I^is 
* vejy in^rtant debate was tdkerthydgenikmany who 
afterwards made a distinguished Jigure in the House 
of CmimmiSy and by hifn U hai been db^ingfy revised 
for this work: l^en tie PbHfch6« inqniifed of 
Mr. Wright/ the Editor of the Debates^ whether 
Sii^ Phipmp Francis was nttC the gentlemdn hete 
allnded to, his answer was ais satitsfkcfor^" as c<mid 
be wished * In repfy to 3^oi# Aofey I hafve n6 
beskalaon ki inforii^fk^ yoii that SiVPho^li^ Fran* 
CIS is'the gentktn(fn alluded i& m p. 647, *fiA' 16, 
of the Pariiam&ttary Hisi6hf!''^lt waS fortti* 
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nate for the author of this investigation that 
the allusion here mentioned fell in his way; he 
ikinst otherwise have contented himself with the 
internal evidence of the Speeches^ for AlmoUi the 
original publisher, was dead^ and all his papers 
were dispersed or destroyed. Bat Sir Philip 
Frakcis being thns praoti to be the Reporter^ 
we have now only to enquire whether the Speeches 
so reported were also the productions of Junius. 
To determine this question, attention must be paid 
to their general character, to the remarkable ex- 
pressions, and to the dates of each parallel passage. 
The better to assist the reader's judgment, such 
quotations will be incorporated with the text aa 
particularly bear upon the passing subject. . 



SPEECHES OF THE EARL OF CHATHAM. 

^^ The next session was opened on the ninth 
day of January, 1770. The discotftents which 
pervaded the whole nation, stimulated him to the 
most vigorous exertion of his talents. He oon-^ 
sidered the conduct of the House of Commons, on 
all the questions concerning the Middlese:^^ election^ 
a^ wholly unconstitutional. He attended on the 
first day. His speeches on thait day have fortu- 
nately met with a better &te than many of his for<* 
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mer speeches ; for they were accurately taken by 
a gentleman of strong memory, now a member of 
the Honse of Commons^ and from his notes they 
are here printed. 

^* The motion for an address was made by the 
Duke of Ancaster, and seconded by Lord Dun- 
more. 

THE EARL OF CHATHAM, 

' After some compliment to the Duke of An* 
caster^ took notice how happy it would have 
made him to have been able to concur with die • 
noble duke in ertrj part of an address^ which • 
was meant as a mark of respect and duty to the 
crown — professed personal obligations to the- 
king, and veneration for him ; that, though he 
might differ from the noble duke in form of ex- 
pressing his duty to the crown, he hoped he' 
should give his majesty a more substantial proofs 
of his attachment than if he agreed with the mo-- 
tion. That, at his time of life, and loaded as he 
was with infirmities, he might perhaps have stood 
excused if he had continued in his retirement, 
and never taken part again in public affairs. But 
that the alarming state of the nation called upon 
him, forced him to come forward once more, and 
to execute that duty which he owed to God, to 
his sovereign, and to his country ; that he was de^ 
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temiined to perform it, even at the hazard of hia 
life* That there never was a period which called 
more forcibly than the presept for the aerions 
attention and consideration of that house ; that as 
they were the grand hereditary counsellors of the 
crown^ it was particularly their duty^ at a crista 
of such importance and danger^ to lay before 
their sovereign the true state and condition of 
his subjects, the discontent which universally 
-prevailed amongst them, the distresses under 
which they laboured, the injuries they com- 
plained of, and the true causes of this unhappy 
state of affairs. 

'•That he had heard whh great concern of the 
distemper among the cattle,, and was very ready 
•to give bis approbation to those prudent mea- 
sures which the counerf had taken for putting a 
stop to so dreadful a calamity. Tbat he was sa- 
tisfied there was a power in some degree arbi- 
trary, with which the « constitution trusted the 
crown, to be made use of under carrectkm of the 
legidaiurey and at the hazard of the minister , upon 
any sadden emergency, or unforeseen calamity^ 
which might threaten the welfare of the people, 
or the safety of the state. Hiat on lliis principle 
he had himself advised a measuve, which he 
knew was not strictly kgat; but he had recom^ 
mended it as a measure of necessity, to kpoe a 
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* starving peopk from famine^ and had submitted to 

* the judgment of his country. 

' Junius.-^-" That Parliament may reoiew the 
^^ Wts ^ a minister is unqnestionable ; bat there is a 
^- wide difierencehetvreen saying that the crowii has 
*' al^al power , and that ministers may act at their 
" perii."* — ^* Instead of asserting that the proclama-- 
tio9 was l^al, he (Lord Camden) should hare 
said> ^ My lordsy I know the proclamation . was 
' - iU^aly but I advised it because it was itH^gpeAs* 
^^ aki^ necessary to save the kingdom from fandne, 
^' and I submit mysdf to the justice and mercy of my 
'' CQuntryr (ii. 365. Oct 15, 1771.) 

This first parallel from the Letters is nearly de- 
cisive of the fact that Junius was the Reporter. 
Though written almost two years after the Speech, 
it wiU be seen that not only the succession of 
thought is the same, but even the expressions are 
preserve suffictendy to shew that the original was 
fresh in the memorv of the writer. If he could 
have fovmd the Speech reported in other words, 
but the same in substance, the resemblance might 
perhaps have been accounted for: — but in the ab- 
sence of all such aids, to approach so nearly to the 
language of a report not printed (though pre- 
served in notes) till twenty years after, can only 
be satisfactorily explained on the supposition that 
he who took those notes was hims^f the writer 
of the Letters. 
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(Speech continued.) 

^ That be was extremely glad to hear, what he 
Dwned he did not believe when be came into the 
Honse, that the king had reason to expect that 
his endeavom's to secure the peace of his country 
woald be snccessfal, for that certainly a peace 
was never so necessary as at a time when we 
were torn to pieces by divisions and distractions 
in every part of his majest/s dominions. That 
be had always considered the late peace, however 
necessaiy in the then exhaosted condition of this 
country, as by no means equal in point of advan- 
tage to what he had a right to expect from the 
successes of the war, and from the still more ex- 
hausted condition of our enemies. That having 
deserted our allies, we were left without alliances, 
and during a peace of seven years, had been every 
moment on the verge of a war : that, on the con^ 
trary, France bad attentively cultivated her allies, 
particularly Spain, by every mark of cordiality 
and respect. Tliat if a war was unavoidable, 
we must enter into it without a single ally, 
wl}ile the whole house of Bourbon was united 
within itself, and supported by the closest con-^ 
nections with the principal powers in Europe. 
That the situation of our foreign affairs was un- 
doubtedly a matter of moment, and highly worthy 
their lordship's consideration ; but that he de*> 
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' dared mth grief, there were other matters still 
' more important, and more urgently demanding 
' their attention. He meant the distractions and 
^ divisions which prevailed in every part of the em« 
^ pire. He lamented the nnhappy measure which 
' had divided the colonies from the mother country, 

* and which he feared had drawn them into exces- 
^ ses which he could not justify. He owned his 
^ natural partiality to America, and was inclined to 
^ naake allowance even for those excesses. That 

* they ought to be treated with tenderness ; for in 
^ his sense they were ebuUitums of liberty which 
^ broke out t^nm the skin, and were a sign^ if not of 
^ perfect health, at least of a 'vigorous constitution^ 
^ and must not be driven in too suddenly, lest they 
^ should strike to the heart. — 

Junius. — ** No man r^ards an eruption upon 
^^ the surface^ when the noble parts are invaded, 
^^ and he feels a mortification approaching to his 
'' heartr (ii. 153, May 28, 1770.) 

— — " I shall only say, give me a healthy 
^^ vigorous constitution, and I shall hardly consult 
'' my looking-glass to discover a blemish upon my 
« skinr (i. ♦311, September 18, 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ^ He professed himself entirely ignorant of the 
^ present state of America, therefore should be can- 
^ tious of giving any opinion of the measures fit to 
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' be parsoed widi respect to that cotbaftry^ Tfutt it 

* was a maxim he had ^bnifved fhroiigh ti/e, lifhm he 
' had ha his way, to si(f> short, lest b^proeetldingtiokh- 
^ Mt hwwle^e, and advdncmg (a6 fce^i^ed a nofele 

* duk« had done) from omf<As& st^p to another , he 
^ ^mild 'O^ind himself into an ine^ridabk taiprtnth, 
^ and never l^ able t& texxMfr the right toad 

* flgr/iin*.— That as the Hoiis^ had* y^t no moferitds 

* before them, by which tliey might judge of t&e 
^ jlraceedings of the cotoiiies, he stl^n^y t>bfA!l!^ 
^ to their passing that heavy censure^ tipoti dtem^ 

* which was conveyed in the word ttTMarrantttNe, 
^ contained in the proposed address. That it was 
^ passing a sentence withoM bearing tile catose, or 

* being acquainted with the fkcts^ ai^d might expose 
*the proceedings of the Honse to be received 

* abroad with' indidei^nee or disrespect. That if 
^ ummrrant^dfkmeaM any things it mia^t n^ean iUe- 
^ gal; and how could IJheir lordsliij)^' decide ibat pro- 

* ceedings which had not beisn stated to lliem iii any 

* ahapc; wer6 contrary to law? Tbw what he had 
^ heard of the combinations in- America, and of 

* Aeir sncces3 in supplying themselves with 

* goods of their own manufacture, had. indeed 



♦ This passage furnished one of those internal proofs on which 
$ir Prii^ip FitAifczs wm alffirtAed t6 be th« Repoffer <t( the preHDt 
Speeches^ (Vide p. 143 of the present voloine.) 
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atarmed him much for the commercial interests 
of the mother country ; bat he could not conceive 
in what sense they conld be called illegal, much 
less how a declaration of that house could re* 
move the evfl. That they were dangerous in- 
deed, and he greatly wished to have that word 
substituted for umoarrantabk. That we must 
look for other remedies. That the discontent of 
two millions of people deserved consideration ; 
and the foundation of it offght to be removed. 
Tliat this was the true way of putting a stop to 
combinations and manufacttires in that country; 
but that he reserved himself to give his opinion 
aofd particularly upon this sulject^ when authen- 
tic information of the state of America should be 
laid before the House; declaring only for the 
present, that we should be cautious how we inr- 
vade the liberties of any part of our fellow-sub^ 
jects^ however remote in situation, or unable to 
make resistance. That liberty was a plant that 
deserved to be cherished ; that he loved the tree, 
and wished well to every branch of it. That, like 
the vine in the Scripture, it had spread from east 
to west, had embraced whole nations with itii 
branchi^^ and sheltered them under its leaves* 
That the Americans had purchased their liberty at 
a dear rate, since they had quitted their native 
country^ and gone in search of freedom to a desert* 
Junius^ speaking of the Americans^ says:^* 
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" They left their native land in search of freedom^ 
^* and found it in a desert T (ii. 77, December 19, 

1769.) 

In this instance the Speech copies the Lietters. 
To suppose that Lord Chatham and Junius re- 
ciprocally borrowed from each other, is to encoun- 
ter a greater difficulty for the sake of avoiding a 
less. But the resemblance is not suiprising, if we 
imagine that Junius was the Reporter; and [as 
we proceed, it will ^appear that no other solution 
can be given for this mutual application of each 
other*9 sentiments and language. 

{Speech continued.) 
* That the parts of the address which he had 

* already touched upon, however important in 
^ themselves, bore no comparison with that which 
^ still r^nained. That indeed there never was ft 
^ time at which the unanimity recommended to 
^ them by the king, was more necessary than at 
^ present; but he differed very moch from the noble 
^ duke, with respect to the propriety or utility of 
^ those general assurances contained in the latter 
^ part of the address. That the most perfect har- 
^ mony in that House would have but little effect 
^ towards quieting the minds of the people, and re- 
^ moving their discontent That it was the duty 

* of that House to inquire into the causes of the 
^ notorious dissatisfaction expressed by the whole 
< English nation, to state those causes to the sove- 
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^ reign, aad then to give him their best advice in 
^ what manner he ought to act. That the privi- 
^ I^es of the House of Peersy however transcendant, 
^ however appropriated to them, stood in fact upon 
* the broad bottom qftkepeopk. They were no lon- 
^ ger in the condition of the barons, their ances* 
^ txMTs, who had separate interests and separate 
^ strength to sQ}^rt them. The rights of the 
^ greatest and of the meanest subjects now stood upon 
' the same foundation : the security of law, common 
' to aU.~ 

Junius, two months after, makes the same 
declaration :—'' However distinguished by nmk or 
" property, in the rights of freedom we are all 
" equal. As we are Englishmen, the kast consider- 
^' able man among us has an interest equal to the 
^^ proudest nobleman in the laws and constitution 
'' of his country.** (ii. 113, March 19th, 1770.) 
Compare this passage, with what Sir Philip 
Francis says at p. S23 of the present volume. 

(Speech continued.) 
— ^ It was therefore their highest interest, as well 
^ as their duty, to watch over, and guard the peo- 
' pie ; for when the people had lost their rights, 
^ those of the peerage would soon become insignifi- 
^ cant. To argue from experience, he begged leave 
' to refer their lordships to a most important pas- 
^ sage in history, described by a man of great abi- 

T 
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^ lities, Mr. Robertson. This writer^ in his life of 

* Charles the Fifth (a great, ambitions, wicked 
' man), informs us that the Feers of Castile were 
^ so Jar cajoled and seduced by hiniy as to join him in 
^ aoertuming that part of the Cortez^ which repre- 
^ sented the people. — 

Junius alludes to such an example in his de- 
dication : — *' I am persuaded you will not leave it 
/^ to the choice of seven hundred persons, notori- 
^^ ously corrupted by the crown, whether seven 
^^ millions of their equals shall be freemen or 
^^ slaves * * *. Without insisting upon the extra- 
^' vagant concession made to Harry the Eighth, 
there are instances, in the history of other caun-- 
tries, of a formal deliberate surrender of the pub- 
*' lie liberty into the hands x of the sovereign.'* 
(i. 6, Dec. 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ^ They were weak enough to adopt, and base 
' enough to be flattered with an expectation, that 
' by assisting their master in this iniquitous pur- 
^ pose, they should uCicrease their own strength and 
^ importance^ What was the consequence ? They 
' exchanged the constitutional authority of Peers,- 

* for the titular vanity of Grandees. They were 
^ no longer a part of a Parliament, for that they 
' had destroyed ; and when they pretended to have 
^ an opinion as Grandees, he told them he did not 
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^ understand it ; and naturally enough^ vihea they 
' had surrendered their authority^ treated their ad^- 
' vice with contempt. The consequences did not 
' stop here. He made use of the people whom he 
' had enslaved to enslave others^ and employed the 
' strength of the Castilians to destroy the rights 
^ of their free neighbours of Arragon^ 

Junius. — " We are the slaves of the House 
^ of Commons^ and through them we are the slaves 
" of the king and his ministers.** (iii. 374, April 

9, 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 
' My lords^ let this example be a lesson to us 
all. Let us be cautious how we admit an idea^ 
that our rights stand on a footing different from 
those of the people. Let us be cautious how we 
invade the liberties of our fellow-subjects^ how- 
ever mean, however remote ; for be assured, my 
lords, that in whatever part of the empire yon 
suffer slavery to be established, whether it be in 
America or in Ireland, or here at home, you will 
find it a disease which spreads by contact, and 
soon reaches from the extremities to the heart. 
The man who has lost his own freedom, becomes 
from that moment an instrument in the hands 
of an ambitious prince, to destroy tlie freedom qf 
others. — 
Junius. — ^* We can never be really in danger, 

T 2 
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^' nntil tbe fomM of Parliftment are made use of to 
^ destroy the snbstaiice of our civil and political 
^ liberties ; antil Parliament itself betrays its trust, 
'^ by contribnttng to establish neie principles of 
*' goremment^ and employing the very weapons 
'^ committed to it by the collective body, to stab 
" the amstitutimr (ii. 1 16, March 19, 1770.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ' These reflections, my lords, are bnt too appli- 
' cable to onr present situation. The liberty of the 

* subject is invaded, not only in provinces, bat here 
^ at home. The English people are load in their 
' complaints : they proclaim with one voice the in- 
' juries they have received : they demand redress, 

* and depend upon it, my lords, that one way or 

* other they will have redress. They will never 
^ return to a state of tranquillity until they are re^ 
^ dressed ; nor ought they ; for in my judgment^ 

* my lords, and I speak it boldly, it were better for 

* them to perish in a glorious contention for their 
^ rights, than to purchase a slavish tranquility 

* at the expense of a smgk iota of the constkur 

* turn. — 

Juki us no less warmly advocates the right 
and duty of resistance :-*-^' I confess, Sir, I should 
** be contented to renounce the forms of the constitu-^ 
*^ iion once more^ if there were no other way to 
*^ obtain substantial justice for the people.** (ii. 
222, April, 22, 1771.) 
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— — " The time is come, when the body of 
" the English people must assert their own cause : 
^' conscious of their strength^ and animated by 
'* a sense of their duty, they will not snrrender 
'^ their birth-right to ministers, parliaments^ or 
" kings." (ii. 115, March, 19, 1770.) 

If an honest, and, I may truly affirm. 



ii 
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a laborious zeal for the public service, has given 
'^ me any weight in your esteem, let me exhort and 
^^ conjure you never to suffer an invasion of yoiir 
'^ political. constitution, however minute the instance 
may appear^ to pass by without a determinec/, 
persesoering redstancer (i, 2, December, 1 77 1 .) 

(Speech continued.) 
-^ Let me entreat your lordships, then, in the 
name of all the duties you owe to your sovereign, 
to your country, and to yourselves, to perform that 
office to which you are called by the constitution ; 
by informing his majesty truly of the condition of 
his subjects, and of the real cause of their dis- 
satisfaction. I have considered the matter with 
most serious attention ; and as I have not in my 
own breast the smallest doubt that the present 
universal discontent of the nation arises from the 
proceedings of the House of Commons upon the 
expulsion of Mr. Wilkes, I think that we ought, 
in our address, to state that nattisr to the King. 
I have drawn up an amendment to -Ac address. 
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which I be^ leave to submit to the consideration 
of the House : 

' ^* And for these great and essential purposes^ 
we will with all convenient speed take into our 
most serious consideration, the causes of the dis* 
contents which prevail in so many parts of your 
majesty's dominions, and particularly the late pro* 
ceedings of the House of Commons, touching the 
incapacity of John Wilkes, Esq. (expelled by that 
House) to be elected a member to serve in this 
present Parliament, thereby refusing (by a resolu- 
tion of one branch of the legislature only) to the 
subject his common right, and depriving the 
electors of Middlesex of their free choice of 
a representative." 

^ llie cautious and guarded terms in which this 
amendment is drawn up, will, I hope, reconcile 
every noble lord, who hears me, to my opinion ; 
and as I think no man can dispute the truth of 
the facts, so I am persuaded no man can dispute 
the propriety and necessity of laying those facts 
before his majesty.' 

^ Lord Mansfield^. He began with affirming, 
that he had never delivered any opinion upon the 
legality of the proceedings of th6 House of 'Com- 



* ** Tbb noble <lord*s>ansver (taken idspjrom th» sdme gaUimfik't 
Mftfi) it is neceasafy to ini^rt^ on accoi^nt of Jjvd Ci|4TiiAM'$ refJ]^ 
which follows U.***— if/iMfi^ noie. 
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' mons on the Middlesex election^ nor should he 
'now, notwithstanding any thing that might he 
* expected from him. That he had locked it up in 
' his awn brea^, and it should die with him : — 

Junius to Lord Mansfield: — '' As a lord in 
" Parliament^ yon were repeatedly called npon to 
'^ condemn or defend the new law declared by the 
" House of Commons. You affected to have 
samples, and every expedient was attempted to 
remove them. The question was proposed and 
'^ urged to you in a thousand diflerent shapes. 
^' Your prudence still supplied you with evasion ; 
** your resolution was invincible. For my own 
^^ part I am not anxious to penetrate this solemn 
secret. I care not. to whose wisdom it is intrusted^ 
nor how soon you carry it with you to your 
grace."* In a note to this passage it is added: — 
** He said in the House of Lordsy that he believed 
" he should carry fus opinion with him tothegraoe!' 
(ii. 179, Nov. 24, 1770.) 

As no report of this speech had then been pub- 
lished, the above extract renders it apparent that 
Junius was in the House at the time it was de- 
livered. 

{Speech continued.) 
— * That he wished to avoid speaking on the sub- 
^ ject ; but that the motion made by the noble Iprd^ 
' was of a nature too extraordinary and too alarm- 
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logy to Bufier him to' be flileat. He acknowledged 
the nnhappy distracted state of the nation ; but he 
was happy enough to affirm^ with a safe conscience, 
that he had no ways contributed to it. Tliat, in 
his own opinion^ declarations of the law, made by 
either House of Parliament, were always attended 
with bad effiscts : he had constantly opposed them 
whenever be had an opportunity, and in his judi- 
cial capacity thought himself bound never to pay 
the least regard to thefai. That although tho- 
roughly convinced of the illc^lity of General 
Warrants, which, indeed, naming no persons, were 
no warrants at all, he was sorry to see the House 
of Commons by thdr vote declare them to be ii- 
l^al. TliBt it looked like a legislative act, which 
yet had no force nor effect as a law: for supposing 
the House had declared them to be legal, the 
Courts in Westminster would nevertheless have 
been bound to declare the contrary ; and conse- 
quently to throw a disrespect upon the vote of the 
House : but he made a wide distinction between 
the general declarations of law, and the particular 
dedsiott which might be made by either House, 
in their judicial capacity, upon a case coming 
r^;ularly before them, and properly the subject of 
tfadff jurisdiction. That here they did not act as 
leigislators, pronoundi^ abstractly and generally 
what the law was, and far the direction of others ; 
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l)iit as judges, drawing^ the lair from Ae several 
acmrces from which it ongfat to fae.dxawn, for their 
o«m gaidanoe in decidtng the particdar question 
before them, and applying it stiictlj to the deci- 
sion of that question. That, for his own port, 
wherever the statute law was silent, he knew not 
where to look for the law of Parliament, or for a 
definition of the jnivileges of either House, except 
in the proceedings and dedsions of each House 
reqiectively. That he knew of no parliamentary 
code to judge of questions dq>ending upon the 
judicial aadiority of Parliament, but tibe practice 
of each House, moderated or extended according 
to the wisd€mi of die Hoose, and accommodated 
to the cases before them. That a question touch- 
ing the seat of a member in the Lower House, 
could only be determined by that House ; there 
was no odier court where it oould be tried, nor to 
which there could be an appeal from their deci^ 
ston. That wherever a court of justice is supreme, 
and their sentence final (whidi he ajqirehended no 
man would dispute was the case in the House of 
Commons, in matters touching elections), the de- 
terminalion of that court must be received and 
submitted to as the law of the land*? for if there 
be no appeal firom a judicial sentence, where shaB 



* Juvius frequendy adrerts to this part of Lord Mansfield's 
speech : aoe paiticiiiarly pp. 141 and 175» vol. 2* 
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tbat sentence be questioned^ or how can it be 
reversed? He admitted tbat judges migbt be 
cormpt, and their sentences erroneous ; but these 
urere cases^ for which, in respect to supreme 
courts^ the constitution had provided no remedjr* 
That if they wilfully determined wrongs it was 
iniquitous indeed, and in the highest degree de* 
testable. But it was a crime of whidi no human 
tribunal could take cognizance, and it lay between 
God and their consciences. That he avoided 
entering into the merits of tbe late decision of the 
House of Commons, because it was a subject he 
was convinced the lords had no right to inquire 
into, or discuss* That the amendment proposed 
by the noble lord threatened the most pernicious 
consequences to tbe nation, as it manifestly 
violated every form and law of Parliament, was 
a gross attack upon the privileges of the House 
of Commons, and instead of promoting that 
harmony which the King had recommended^ 
must inevitably throw the whole country into a 
Jhme. — 

This phrase occurring in Lord MansfieUTs 
speech, renders it evident that such peculiarities 
belong to the reporter, Sir Philip Francis, and 
not to the imputed speaker. Vide parallels at p. 
239), of the present volume. 

{Speech continued.) 
— ^ That there never was an instance of the lords 
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? inquiring into the proceedings of the House of 
^ Commons with respect to their own members ; 
^ much less of their taking upon them to censure 
^ such proceedings^ or of their advising the crown 
' to take notice of them. If^ indeed, it be the noUe 
^ lord's design to quarrel with the House of Com- 
' mons, I confess it will have that effect, and im- 
^ mediately. The Lower House will undoubtedly 
' assert their privileges, and give you vote for vote. 
' I leave it, therefore, to your lordships, to consider 
^ the fatal effects which may arise in such a coa- 
^ juncture as the present, either from an open 

* breach between the two Houses of Parliament, or 
^ between the King and the House of Commons. 

* But, my lords, if I could suppose it were even 
^ advisable to promote a disagreement between the 
' two Houses, I would still recommend it to you to 
^ take care to be in the right; whenever I am forced 
^ into a quarrel, I will always endeavour to have 
^ justice on my side* Now, my lords, admitting the 
^ House of Commons to have done wrong, will it 
' mend the matter for your lordships to do ten times 
^ worse? and that I am clearly convinced would 

* be the case, if your lordships were obliged' to de* 
^ clare any opinion of your own, or offer any advice 
^ to the Crown, on a matter in which, by the con* 
[ stitution of this country, you have no right what- 
' ever to interfere. ,1 will go farther, my lords; I 
' will affirm, that ?pch a step would be as ineffiec- 
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taal as it would be irregolar. Suppose the King, 
in oonsequence of oar advice^ should dissolve the 
Parliament (for that, I presume, is the true object 
of the noble lord's amendment), the next House 
of Commons that meets, if they know any thing 
of their own privileges, or the laws of this country, 
will tmdonbtedly, on the very first day of the ses- 
sion, take notice of our proceedings, and declare 
diem to be a violation of the rights of the Com- 
They must do so, my lords ; or they will 



mons. 



shamefully betray their constituents and them- 
selves. A noble lord (Lord Marchmont) near 
me, has proposed that we should demand a con- 
ference with the other House. It would be a 
more moderate step, I confess, but equally in- 
effisctual. The Commons would never submit to 
discuss their own privil^es with the Lords. They 
would not come to a conference upon sudi a sub- 
ject ; or if they did come, they would soon break 
it up with indignation. If, then, the Commons 
have done wrong, I know of no remedy, but 
either that the same power should undo the mis- 
chief they have done, or that the case should be 
provided for by an act of the legislature. ,Tbat, 
indeed, might be eflectual. But whether sudi a 
remedy be proper or necessary in the present 
case, or whether, indeed, it be attainable, con- 
sidering that the otiber House must give their 
cmisent to it, is not a questi<m now before us. If 
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* sbch a bttt shoold be proposed, it will be regular 
^ and parliamentary, and we may then^ with pro^ 

* priety, enter into the legal merits of the deciaioit 
' of the House of Commons. As for the amend* 
^ ment proposed by the noble lord, I object to it 
[ as irregolar and unparliamentary. I am per- 
^ snaded that it will be attended with very per- 
^ nicions consequences to this country, and that it 
^ cannot poasiUy produce a single good one/ 

THE £ARL OF CHATHAM. 

^ My lords, there is one plain maxim, to which 
^ I have invariably adhered through life : Tliai is 

* every question, in which my liberty, or my property 

* were concerned, I should cofisult and be determned 
' by the dictates of common smse. — 

Six months prior to the date of this (^eecfa, 
Junius, with reference to the same subject, says ; 
— ^' It is a point of fact, on which every EngUsh 
'' gentleman will deterrmnefor himself. As to law- 
^' y^^9 their profession is supported by the indifr- 
^^ criminate defence of right and wrong, and I 
'^ confess I have not that opinion of their know* 
^< ledge or integrity, to think it necessary that 
*^ they should decide for me upon a plain constitt^ 
" tional question^ {I 158, June, 22, 1769.) 

(Speech continued.) 
' I confess, my lords, that I am apt to distrust 
' the re6nements of learning, because I have seen 
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^ the ablest and the most learned men eqilaUf liable^ 
' to deceive themselves^ and to mislead others. The 
< condition of haman nature would be lamentable 
^ indeed, if nothing less than the greatest learning 
^ and talents, which fall to the share of so small a 
^ nomber of men, were sufficient to direct our judg- 
^ ment and onr conduct. But Providence has taken 
^ better care of our kappinesSf and given us, in the 
^ simplicity of common sense, a rule for our direction, 
* by which we shall never be misled.— 

Junius. — ^^This proposition is singular enough, 
^ and turns upon a refinement very distant from 
*^ the simpUcity of common sense.'' {iii. 165, October, 

19, 1768.) 

to Lord Mansfield. — ^^ Now, my lord, 

" without pretending to reconcile the distinctions 
•* of Westminster Hall with the simple information 
" (f common sense.'' (ii. 176, November, 14, 

1770.) 

— to Woodfall. — " The Latin word sim^ 

'* pfer conveys to me an amiable character, and 
" never denotes folly.*** With a sound heart, 
^' be assured you are better gifted for happiness, 
" than if you had been cursed with the abilities of a 
*' Mansfiddr (i. •SSff, November, 27, 1 77 1 .) . 

As from many instances it has been proved that 
the language belongs to the reporter, so this phrase^ 
*^ the simplicity of common sense,'* tends to shew that 
be and Junius were the same. 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 287 

(Speech cominued.) 
^ I confess^ my lords, I had no other guide in 
drawing np the amendment, which I submitted 
to your consideration ; and before I heard ike 
cfnnion of the noble lord who spohe last;. I did net 
conceive that it was even within the limits of 
possibility for the greatest human genius, the most 
subtle understandings or the acutest wit, so strangely 
to misrepresent rwf meaning, and to give it an in- 
terpretation so entirely foreign from what I in- 
tended to express, apd from that sense which the 
very terms of the amendment plainly and distinctly 
carry with them« If there be the smallest founda- 
tion for the censure thrown upon me by that 
noble lord, if, either expressly, or, by the most 
distant implication, I have said or insinuated any 
part of what the noble lord has charged me with, 
discard my apirdcmsfor eoer^ discard the motion 
with contempt^ 

^ My lords, I must beg the indulgence of the 
House. Neither will my health permit me, nor 
do I pretend to be qualified to follow, that learned 
lord minutely through the whole of his argument. 
No man is better acquainted with his abilities and 
learning f nor has a greater respect for them, than I 
have. — 

Junius not only felt like Lord Chatham on 
this particular subject, but addressed Lord Mans- 



ti 

Si 

it 



S88 JUNIUS IDSNTIFIEK 

field in nearly simihur temui : ^^ In public afiairs^ 
** my lord, cunnings let it be ever 90 well wrought, 
'^ will not conduct a man honoorably tbrongh life. 
'^ Like bad money, it may be current for a time, 
** but it will soon be cried down. It cannot con- 
»i8t with a liberal apirit, thoBgh it be sometinies 
^^ united with extraordinary quid^catwm. When 
I acknowledge your (AUkieSf yen may hdkfve lam 
sincere. I feel/or human nature^ whm I see a 
man, so gifted as you are^ descend to such ^mk 
'^ practice. Yet do net mfitc yovr vanity to con- 
'^ sole yon too soon. Bdieve me, my good lord; 
'^ yon are not admired in the samed^ree in which 
'^ yon are detested. lA is only tbe partiaEty of 
'' yoor iriendiB, that halawoeft the J^eets of your 
^^ heart widi the superiority o/your widerstandingy 
(iL 181, KoTember, 14, 1770.) 

" Let it be remembered, that Junius 

'^ never pretends to be a better lawyer than Lord 
*^ Mansfidd. On the contrary, he takes eoery 
^^ (fportunity to acknsKok^e the superior karm^ 
'* and abilkks of that wicked ju^e!* (iii. 490, 
February, 6, 1 772.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ' I have had the pleasure of skting with him in 
' the other Honse, and always listened to Mm widi 
' attention. I have not now lost a word of what 
^ he said, nor did I ever. Upon the present quea* 
' tion I meet him without fear. Tbe evidence 
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which truth carries with it, is superior to all ar- 
gument ; it neither wants the support, nor dreads 
the opposition of the greatest abilities. If there 
be a single word in the amendment to justify the 
interpretation which the noble lord has been 
pleased to give it, I am ready to renounce the 
whole : let it be read, my lords ; let it speak for 
itself. (It was read) — In what instance does it 
interfere with the privileges of the House of Com- 
mons ? In what respect does it question their 
jurisdiction, or suppose an authority in this 
House to arraign the justice of their sentence ? I 
am sure that every lord who hears me, will bear 
me witness, that I said not one word touchiqg the 
merits of the Middlesex election ; so far from 
conveying any opinion upon that matter in the 
amendment, I did not even in discourse deliver 
my own sentiments upon it. I did not say that 
the House of Commons had done either right or 
wrong ; but, when his majesty was pleased to re- 
commend it to us to cultivate unanimity amongst 
ourselves, I thought it the duty of this House, as 
the great hereditary council of the crown, to state 
to his majesty the distracted condition of his do- 
minions, together with the events which had de- 
stroyed unanimity among his subjects. But, my 
lords, I stated those events merely as facts, with- 
out the smallest addition either of censure or of 

« 
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opinioB. They are facts, my lords, which I am 
aot only convinced are true> but which I know 
are indisfMitably tr<ie« For example, my lords, 
will any man deny that disoantents prevail in 
many parts of hi& majesty s domiuioos ? or that 
those j^ontenta arise from the proceedings o( 
the House of ComAKms touching the declared 
incapacity of Mr. Wilkes? Tis impossible: no 
man caa dany a trntb so notorious. Or will any 
nauan deny that those proceedings' refused, by a 
resoltttioa of one branch of the legislature only, 
to th«$ subject his commoo right ? Is it not iadis^ 
putal^ly true, my lords, that Mr. Wilkes had a 
coHmw^u right, and that he lost it no other way 
but by a resolutioa of the House of Conmoim ? 
My Iprds^ I have been tender of misr^esenting 
the House of Commons : I have consulted their 
journals, and have taken the very words, of their 
own resolution. Do they not tell us in so many 
words, that Mr. Wilkes having been expeUedy was 
thereby rendered iaicapable of serving int that 
ParUament ? and is. it not their resohittoa alone, 
wbich re&ises to. the subject hia common right ? 
The amendment savs farther, that the electors of 
Middlesex are deprived of their free choice of a 
represcntativew Is this a false fact j my lords T — 
Vide the pasallels at p. 237 of the present volbuic. 
It is impossible that three difierent persons would 
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make ude of tbis doMtmdicfion in termd ; hni i^e 

fiiid it in Sir PaiLiP Fhakcis, Jufrius, aiW Letd 

Chatham: the iiifci^enccf iS obvious. 

{Speech cmititiued.) 

— ^ dr have I given att unfair r^preseritation of if ? 
Will dhj mat! predtime to affltnft that Colotiet 
Luttrell is the free etoice of the ekctcrri of Mid- 
dieses ? We dl know the coritfary. We all know 
that M#, Wilkes (^hom I me&tion withdtit cfHher 
prstise 6t cetistire) ^(^as the favontite of the fconnf y, 
and chosen by a very great and ackndwle<lg6ct 
majority, td represent them in Parliamenf . If the 
noble Idfd dislikes the manner in ni^hich these 
fiicts are stated, I dhall think myself happy in 
being advised by him how to alter it I am very 
little anxious about terms^ provided the mbstdhtes 
be preserved; and these are facts, my lords, which 
I am sure will always fetain their weight and' 
knj^rtaiikce^ in wIEiatever form of language tliey 
are described.' 
Junius is eqiudly desitons of avoiding disputes 

about wordd : vide the parallels at p. 246. 

{Speech continued.) 
' Now, my lords, since I have been forced to* 

' enter into the explanation of an amendment, ki 

* which nothing less than the genius of penetratichi' 

* could have discovered an obscurity, and having/ 
' as I hope, redeemed myself in the opinion of the 
^ Honse^ haring redeemed my motion from thef 

u 2 



ai)2 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 

' severe representation given of it by the nobl& 
' lord, I must a little longer intreat yonr lordships* 
' indulgence. Hie constitution of this country 
' has been openly invaded in fact ; and I have heard 
' with horror and astonishment that veiy invasion 

* defended upon principle. What is this mysteri- 

* ous power, undefined by law, unknown to the 

* subject, which we must not approach without* 

* awe, nor speak of without reverence, which no 
' man may question^ and to which all men must 

* submit ?' 

JuNf us, — ^" The known laws of the land, the 
** rights of the subject, the sanctity of charters, and 
** the reverence due to our magistrates, must all 
** give way, without question or resistance, to a pri- 
" vilfge of which no man hiows either the origin or 
'' extent?" (iii. 573, April 9, 1771.) 

{Speech continued.) 
— * My lords, I thought the slavish doctrine of 

* passive obedience had long since been exploded : 
' and, when our kings were obliged to confess that 
^ their title to the crown, and the rule of their go- 

* vemment, had no^ other foundation than the 
' known laws of the land, I never expected to hear 
' a divine right, or a divine infallibility attributed 
' to any other branch of the legislature. My lords, 

* I beg to be understood : no man respects the 
^ House of Commons more than I <lo, or would 
^ contend more strenuously than I U^ould, to pre-' 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 293 

^ serve them their just and legal authority. Within 

* the bounds prescribed by the constitution^ that 

* authority is necessary to the well-being of the 

* people : beyond that line, every exertion of power 
' IB arbitrary, is illegal ; it threatens tyranny to the 
' people, and destruction to the state. Power 

^' without right is the most odious and detestable 

^ object that can be offered to the human imagina- 

' ^ tion : it is not only pernicious to those who are 

^ subject to it, but tends to its own destruction. It 

' is what my noble friend (Lord Lyttleton) has 

* truly described it. Res (Utesiabilis ei caduca *.' — 

Though the words power without right are here 
attributed to Lord Chatham, there is no doubt 
that they are derived from the reporter, since we 
find they constitute a favourite phrase with him 
and Junius. Vide theparalklSy at p. 244. 

{Speech continued.) 
— * My lords, I acknowledge the just power, and 

* reverence the constitution of the House of Com- 
' mons. It is for their own sakes that I would 
' prevent their assuming a power which the consti- 
' tution has denied them, lest by grasping at an 

* authority they have no right to, they should forfeit 

* that which they legally possess.* — 

* Sir Philip Fravcis (jootcs this sentence in his Essay oi» the 
Regency ; — *< I ubard it from Lord Ckalham^ that pawtr witk&mi 
" righi is the most odioos and detestable object that can be ofiered to 
*' the human imagiDation. It ta at once res detuMRi H oadmea^ 
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JpNiui^.— " Jn my opinion, youi grasp fit the 
^' ifnpossibk, amf lose the realfy attai»abUr (j. *S77. 

J771.) 

{Speech continued.) 

— ' JVfy Ipr4sf I aifirm tbat tbey have bet rayed thdr 
^ constituents and violated th^ constitution' — 

Junius reppmmep^s it to be l^ft to the peo- 
ple to '^ deteimine by their conduct c^t 9. f^ure 
^^ election^ whether or no it be in reality th^ seo^ 
^^ ral sense of the nation tht^t their rights, hs^ve 
*^ beep arbitrarily imaded by the present Hovs^ qf 
^^ Cwemxm^ and the cmstitu$un\ bfetroyedT (De- 
cember 19, 1769, ii. 88.) 

{Speech continued*) 

^ Under pretence of declaring t^e la% they 
^ haye a^ade a I^w, and united in the same persons 
* the office o/l^lator and of judged — 

Junius obs.erves : " That legislation and Juris* 
*^ ^tion are united in the same p^sonsy and ei^er* 
cised at the same moment ; and tha;t; a court froqi 
which there is no app^l> assumes an prigip^l 
^ jurisdiction in. a crimiAal ca^^,** §*. (ii- 237.) 

^^* The crtmCy like the punishment ^ xi^gs in 

" thdr otpn bosom* They xvere e^p post facto legiskk- 
" tors. They were pm^ties ; they were judges ; ^d, 
*^ instead of a court of final judicature, acted as a 
^^ court of criminal junadiotiQa in ti^e fii^ in* 
** stance*." (iii, 348.) 

^ S» P. Euirfiis.**^' ThttUihml abuutovi Ar wt tad an* 
*' cieot separation of the Teidict from the ju4gment» «md umies m the 
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{Speech amtumed.) 
— ^ I shall endeavour to adhere strictly to the 
noble lord's doctrine, which it is indeed impossible 
to mistake, so far as my memory will permit me 
to preserve his expressions. He seems fofid of 
the word jurisdiction ; and I confess, with the 
foice and effect which he has given it, it is a word 
of copious meaning and wonderful extent. If 
his lordship's doctrine be well founded, we must 
retionnce atl those political maxims by which om* 
understandings have hitherto been directdt, and 
even the first elements of learning taught us ih 
our schools when we were schooV-boys. My 
lords, we knew diat jurisdiction was noting 
more than Jus dicere; we knew that L^etn 
facere and Legem dicere were powers clearly dis« 
tinguished from each other in ihe nature ojf 
things, and wisely separated by the wisdom of the 
English Constitution; but now, it seems, we 
must adopt a new system of thinking. The 
House of Commons^ we are told, have a supreme 
Jurisdiciion ; and there is 7to appeal from their sen^ 

** same persons, the verdici, the expianaiion ofihe law, and the sentenced 

(Speech, March 7, 1786.) 

— — " The truth of these pincipleB is acknowledged by the 

** spirit and caution of our penal laws in erery othei instance^ b^ the 

" care they take in all criminal proceedings, to separate the interest 

frwn the judgment, and th^JtidgmeMjhm the execution. They will 

not tuflbar such chametMv and powert !• he united in anepenon ; nor 

are they united in any civilized society openr earth, except ill 

our West India Islands.'* (Speech> April 18, 1791.} Fide aisfk tH 

parallels at p. i\0. 
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^ tence ; and that wherever they are competent 
' ' j^^g^s^ their decision must be received and snb- 

* mitted to, as, ipso facto j the law of the land' — 

Junius. — ^' You have hitherto maintained 
" that the House of Commons are the sole Judges of 
^^ their own privileges, and that their declaration 
*^ does, ipso facto, constitute the hxw (f Parlia- 
" mentr (ii. 240, May 28, 1771.) 

{Speech continued.) 
— ^ My lords, I am a plain man, and have been 
^ I)ronght np in a religions reverence for the origi- 

* nal simplicity of the laws of England/ — 

Junius on the same subject: — ^^^Is this the 
^^ law of Parliament, or is it not ? lama plain 
" man. Sir, and cannot follow you through the 
^^ phlegmatic forms of an oration.** (ii. 239, 
May 28, 1771.) 

Again, referring to the same part of Lord 
Mansfield's speech to which Lord Chatham al- 
ludes^ and in the same words, though this report 
was then only in manuscript, he adds : ^' Suffer 
** me then, for lam a plain unlettered man, to con- 
^* tinue that style of interrogation which suits my 
" capacity.- (i. 100, March 3, 1769.) 

(Speech continued.) 
—- ' By what sophistry they have been perverted, 
^ by what artifices they have been involved in ob- 
' scurity, is not for me to explain ; the principles, 
^ however, of the English laws are still sufficiently 
^ clear : they are foimded in reason, and are the 
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iiiiister-piece of the human understanding ; but it 
is in the text that I would look for a direction to 
my judgment, not in the commentaries of moderii 
professors. The noble lord assures us, that he 
knows not in what code the law of Parliament is 
to be found ; that the House of ComnwnSy whea 
they act as judges, have no law to direct them but 
their own wisdom ; that their decision is law ; and 
if they determine wrong, the subject has no appeal 
but to Heaven. What then, my lords, are all the 
generous efforts of our ancestors, are all those 
glorious contentions, by which they meant to 
secure to themselves, and to transmit to their 
posterity a known law, a certain rule of living, 
reduced to this conclusion, that instead of the ar- 
bitrary power of a king, we must submit to the or- 
bitrary power of an House of Commons ? If this 
be true, what benefit do we derive from the ex- 
change ? Tyranny J my lordsy is detestable in every 
shape ; but in none so formidable as when it is as- 
sumed and exercised by a number of tyrants. But, 
my lords, this is not the fact, this is not the con- 
stitution ; we have a law of Parliament, we have 
a code in which every honest man may find it. 
fVe have Magna Charta, we have the* Statute 
book, and the Bill of Rights.' — 

Junius. — ^^ The House of Commons judge of 
* their own privileges without appeal: they may 
f^ take offence at the most innocent action, and 
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^* imprison the person who offends them dm*ing 
^ their arbitrary will and {deasnre. The party has 
no remedy ; he camwt appeal from thdr juriMj&c- 
iian ; and if he questions the privilege, which he 
is supposed to have violated, it becomes an ag- 
gravaticm of his offence. Sarely, Sir, ihi$ doc-- 
trine is not to be found in Magna Chart a» If it 
^be admitted without limitation, I affirm that 
^^ there is neither law ner liberty i^i this kingdom. 
^' fTe are the slaves (f the House of Commons^ mid 
** through them tve are the slaves of the lung and his 
*' mmstersr (April 9, 1771, iii. 374.) 

— ^ The people will grow weary of thehr 

^^ condition, and surrender every thing into the 
^ kings hands, rather than submit to be trampled 
** en any longer by Jhe hundred of their equals.^ 
(Aprils, 1771, iii. 379.) 

— — " The power of the legislature is limit- 
'^ ed, not only by the general principles of na- 
*' tural justice, and the welfare of the community^ 
'^ but by the forms and principles of our particular 
** constitution. If this doctrine be ^not true, we 
^' must admit, that King, Lords, and Commons 
" have no rule to direct th&r resolutions^ but merefy 
^' their own mil and pleasure. They might unite 
'' the legislative. and executive power in the same 
" hands, and dissolve the constitution by an act of 
'^ Parliament. But I am persuaded you will not 
" leave it to the choice of seven humbled persom^ 
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nt^toriQusly cprrupted by the crown, whether 
^ven vulliom of ibeir equaU ^haU be freemen 
or slave^^ (D^. 1771, i. (f.) 
The first of these pnragr^phs could only 
proceed from wm^ persoa who had he^d the 
9peech> and who took notes, which would furnish 
him with this correct transcript of it more than a 
year M^er. 

{Speech continued^ 
— ^ If a case ahould arise upknown to these great 
authorities, we have $till that plain English rea^ 
son left, which is the foundation of all our Eng- 
lish jurisprudence. That reason tells us, that 
every judicial court, and every political society, 
must be vested with those powers and privileges 
which are necessary for performing the oiBce to 
which they are appointed. It tells us also, that 
no court of justice can have a power inconsistent 
with, or paramount to, the known laws of the 
land: that the people when they choose their 
representatives^ never mean to convey to them a 
power of invsiding the rights or trampling upon 
the liberties of those whom they represent. 
What security would they have for their rights, 
if once they i^lmittedy that a court of judicature 
might determine every question that came before 
it, not by anxf, known positive laxc, but by the vague 
indeterminate^ arhitriry rule, of what the noble 
lord is pleaded to call the Wisdom if the Court ?'^^ 
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Junius^ on the same occasion says to Lord 
Mansfield : — " Instead of those certain^ positwe 
^ rukSj by which the jndgraent of a court of law 
'^ should invariably be determined; yon have fondly 
" introdaced yonr own nnsettfed notions of equity 
^^ and substantial justice. Decisions given upon 
*^ such principles do not alarm the public so much 
'^ as they ought^ because the consequence and ten^ 
'^ dency of each particular instance is not observed 
** or regarded. In the mean time the practice 
** gains ground ; the Court of King's Bench be- 
^* comes a court of equity, and the judge, instead 
" 1^ consulting strictly the law of the lan^, refers 
" only to the wisdom of the court j and to the purity 
** of his own conscience." (ii. 164, Nov. 14, 
1770.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— * With respect to the decision of the conrts of 
justice, I am far from denying them their due 
weight and authority ; yet, placing them in the 
most respectable view, I still consider them, not 
as law, but as an evidence of the law ; and before 
they can arrive even at that degree of authority, 
it must appear, that they are founded in, and con- 
firmed by, reason; that they are supported by 
precedents taken from good and moderate times; 
that they Ao not contradict any positive law ; Aat 
they are submitted to without reluctance, by the 
people ; that they are unquestioned by the legis- 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 301 

latare (which is equivalent to a tacit confirma- 
tion) ; and, what, in my judgment, is by far the 
most important, that they do not violate the spirit 
of the constitution. My lords, this is not a vagne 
or loose expression : we all know what the con- 
stitution is ; we all know, that the first principle 
of it is, that the subject shall not be governed by 
the arbitrium of any one man, or body of men 
(less than the whole l^islature), but by certain 
laws, to which he has virtually given his consent, 
which are open to him to examine, and not he-, 
yond his ability to understand. Now, my lords, 
I affirm, and am ready to maintain, that the late 
decision of the House of Commons upon the 
Middlesex dection, is destitute of every one of 
those properties and conditions which I hold to 
be essential to the legality of such a decision. It 
is not founded in reason ; for it carries with it a 
contradiction, that the representative should per- 
form the office of the constituent body. It is no^ 
supported by a single precedent ; for the case of 
Sir R. Walpole is but a half precedent^ and even 
that half is imperfect' — 
Junius on the Middlesex question, about six 
months before this speech was delivered, makes 
the same remarks. — ^' I do not mean to admit 
'' that the late resolution of the House of Com- 
^^ mons is defensible on general principles of rea- 
" soHj any more than in law. * * * There is no 
'^ statute existing by which that specific disability 



502 JUNIUS IDENTIFIED, 

^ ttrhich tve speak of U ct^ated. * * * TTiere is tio 
^* precedent J in dll the proceedings of the Honse of 
*' Commons, i^hiefi comesf entirely home to the 
^* present case.** (Jtrly 19, 1769, t. !7fi.) 

" He takes advanfag^e ejigefly of the 

'• first resdlntion, by which Mr. JValpolts it^capa- 
" city is declared ; bat as to the two following, by 
^ which the candidate with the fewest rotes was 
•* declared * ffca duty elededy and the dectioA itself 
^ Vacated, t dare say he wodd be well satisfied 
" if they were for erer blotted ont of the journals 
^ of the Honse of Commons. In fair argoment 
^ no part of a pf eeedefkt shenf d be admitted*, nnless 
the whole of it be given tis tdgether. The author 
has divided his precedent^ for he knew that, if 
^ taken together, it pfodnced a consequence di- 
•* redtly the feverse of that which he endeavours 
** to draw fr<)m ^ vote of expulsion.* (Aug. 8, 
1769, i. 214.) 

(Speech contintied.) 
— * Incapacity was indeed declared, but his crimes 
^ are stated as the ground of the resolution, and* 

* his opponent was declared to he not duly elected, 

* even after his incapacity was established.' — 

•ft?!? I us. — " Now, Sir, to my understanding, 
" no proposition of this kind can be more evident, 
^ than that the House of Commons, by this very 
" rote, themselves understood, antF meant t6 de- 
" clare, that Mr. TValpoU^s incapacity arose from 
" the crimes he had committed, not firom the pn- 
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^ nisliment the House Mnexed to them.* * *^ They 

•* respected the rights of the people, while they 

^* asserted their own. They did not infer from 

Mr. IVidpolis ina^mcky that his opponent was 

dely elected ; on the contrary, they dedared Mr. 

Taylor * not duly elected^ and the election itself 

void.*** The present House of Commons have 

" neither statute^ n<Nr cnstom, nor reason^ nor one 

single precedent to support them."* (Aug 8, 

1769, i. 216.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ^ It contradkts Magna Ckarta and the Bill of 
^ Rights^ by which it is provided, that no subject 
^ shall be dieprived of his freehold, unless by the 
^judgment of his peers> or the law of the land; 
^ and that elections of members to serve in Parlia- 
^ ment sbsdl be free; and so far is this decision 
^ from being submitted to by the people, that they 
^ have taken the strongest measures, and adopted 
^ the most positive language to express their dis- 
^ content. Whether it will be questioned by the 

* legislature, will depend upon your lordships' rc- 
' solution ; but that it violates the spirit of the con- 
^ stitutiany will, I think, be disputed by no man 

* who has heard this day's debate, and who wishes 

* well to the freedom of his country ;' — 

Junius. — ^^ He not only betrays his masteiE^ 
^* but viobfes the spirit of the English cmist'Uutiony 
(April 3, 1770, it. 126.) 
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*^ How long, and to what extent, a king* 



'' of England may be protected by the forms, when 
" he violates the spirit of the canst it utioriy deserves 
** to be considered.** (i. 42, Dec. 1771.) 

Here again we find the same peculiar phrases* 
in both productions. The sentiments may be those 
of Lord Chatham, but the language belongs to 
Junius, or more correctly speaking, to Sir Philib* 
Francis. 

(Speech continued.) 

* — yet, if we are to beh'eve the noble lord, this 

* great grierance, this manifest violation of the first 
^principles of the constitutionj will not admit of a 
^ remedy ; is not even capable of redress, unless 
'.we appeal at once to Heaven.* — 

Junius. — " Far from discoTering a spirit bold 
enough to invade the first rights of the people, 
BXidthe first principles of the constitution J' (i. 125, 
April fi4, 1769.) 

a gQ|. ^[jen I see questions of the 

highest national importance, carried as they have 
been, and the first principles of the constitution 
openly violatedy without argument or decency, I 
" confess I give up the cause in despair." (i. 1 39, 
May 30, 1769.) 

{Speech continued.) 

* — ^My lords, I have better hopes of the con- 

* stitution, and a firmer confidence in the wbdoia 

* and constitutional authority of this House. It is 
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your, ancestors, my tords, — ^it is to the English 
barons that we are indebted for the laws and 
constitntion we possess. Their virtues were 
rude and uncultivated, but they were great and 
sincere. Their understandings were as little 
polished as their manners, but they had hearts to 
distinguish right from wrong ; they had heads to 
distinguish truth from falsehood; they under- 
stood the rights of humanity, and they had spirit 
to maintain them/ — 
There is a celebrated passage in Junius, very 
similar to this both in spirit and construction. 

Juifius. — ** Their speech is rude, but intelli- 
'^ gible ; their gestures fierce, but fnll of explana- 
** tion. Perplexed by sophistries, their honest 
*^ eloquence rises into action. The first appeal 
** was to the integrity of their representatives ; the 
^' second to the king's justice ; the last argument 
" of the people, whenever they have recourse to it, 
^^' will carry more, perhaps, than persuasion to the 
^^ Parliament, or supplication to the throne,** (ii. 
134, Aprils, 1770.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— ' My lords, I think that history has not done 
^ justice to their conduct, when they obtained from 
^ their sovereign that great acknowledgment of na- 
^ tional rights contained in Magna Charta : they 
^ did not confine it to themselves alone, but de- 
^ Uvered it ts a conunon blessing to the whole 

X 
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people. They did not say, these are the riglitB of 
the great barons, or these are rights of the great 
prelates :— No, my lords ; they said, in the simple 
Latin of the times, nullus liber homo, and pro- 
vided as carefully for the meanest subject as for 
the greatest. These are uncouth words, and 
sound but poorly in the ears of scholars ; nd- 
ther are they addressed to the criticism of scho- 
lars, but to the hearts of free men. These three 
words, nuUus liber homoy have a meaning which 
interests us all; they deserve to be remembered 
— they deserve to be inculcated in our minds— 
they are worth all the classics. Let us not, then^ 
degenerate from the glorious example of our an- 
cestors. Those iron barons (for so I may call 
them when compared with the silken barons 
of modem days), were the guardians of the 
people ;' — 

Junius. — ** When the bloody Barrington, 
^^ that silhen fawning courtier at St James's, ficc.** 
(in. 431, Feb. 17, 177S.) Vide also p. 18S of 
the present vol. 

The epithet, in its application, is an uncom- 
mon one. But we may observe of this last pas- 
sage, that it bears other marks of agreement with 
Junius. — ^His opinion of noblemen was expressed 
in terms not more favourable than the above. 

Junius.— <^ At the same time that I think it 
^^ good policy to pay diose oomplimAts to LcHnd 
^^ Chatham, which^ in truth he has nobly de- 
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acnred, I thonU be ^i»i to loorttfy thcNie can- 
tempHMe creatures who caU themsehea nobkmefiy 
* whose worthless importance depends entirety 
^ apon their infloenee orer boroughs.** (i. * 990.) 

(Speech cmtiinued.) 
— yet their virtues^ my lord^, were ne^r en- 
gaged in a question of snch importance as the 
present. A breach has been made in the con- 
fltitution — the baittlements are dismantled-— the 
citadel is open to the first invader — ^the wails 
totter-t-the constitntion is not tenable.— What 
remains then, bnt for os to stand foremost in 
the breach, to repair it, or pmsh in it? 

' Great pains have been taken to alarm ns with 
the consequences of a difference between the two 
Houses of Parliament— that the House of Com- 
mons will resent our presuming to take notice of 
their proceedings ; that they will resent our dar- 
ing to advise the crown, and never foi^ve us for 
atttoipting to save the state. My lords^ I am 
sensible of the importance and difficulty of this 
great crisis : at a moment such as this, we are 
called upon to do our dnty^ without dreading the 
resentment of any man. But if apprehensions 
of this kind are to affect us, let us consider whidi 
we ought to respect most— the represodtadve, or - 
the collective body of the people. My lords* 
five hundred gentlemen are not ten * miUioos ; 
uid if we nmst have a ooMkentiim* lek us tak^evre 
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* to have die English nation on oor side. If tbiff 
' question be given np, the Fre^olders of England 
' are reduced to a condition baser than the Pea- 
^ santry of Poland. If they desert their own cause 
' they deserve to be slaves ! My lords, this is not 

* merely the coU cpinian of my understanding, but 

* the glowing expremon of what I fed. It is ny 

* heart that speaks^ — 

Junius.—" The formality of a Well repeated 
^^ lesson, is widely distant from the animated ej^es- 
" sion of the hearir (ii. 124, April 3, 1770.) 

<^ Forgive this passionate language. I 

" am unable to correct it. The subject comes 
" home to us all. It is the language of my heart. "^ 
(ii. 344, September 30, 1771.) 

{Speech continued^ 
— ^ I know I speak warmly^ my lords ; but this 
« warmth shall neither betray my argument nor 

* my temper. The kingdom is in aflame: — 

For the same expression in Junius, vicfe the 

parallel at pp. 99 and 282. » 

(Speech continued.) 
' Afi mediators between the king and people^, it is 
' our duty to represent to him the true condition 

* and temper of his subjects. It is a duty which 
'no particular respects should hinder ns fromper- 
' forming; and whenever his Majesty shall de- 
' mand out advice, it will than be our duty to in- 
' quire more minutely into the causes of the pre- 
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sent discontents. Whenever that inqniry shall 
come on I pledge myself to the Honse to prove, 
that since the first institution of the Honse of 
Coinmons, not a single precedent can be pro- 
duced to justify their late proceedings. My noble 
and learned friend (the Lord Chancellor) has 
pledged himself to the House, that he will sup- 
port that assertion. 

* My lords, the character and circumstances of 
Mr. Wilkes have been very improperly introduc- 
ed into this question, not only here, but in that 
court of judicature where his cause was tried : 
I mean the House of Commons. With one party 
he was a patriot of the first magnitude : with the 
other the vilest incendiary. Fcr my aam party I 
consider him merely and indifferently as an E^ng- 
lish subject, possessed of certain rights which the 
laws have given him, and which the laws alone 
can take firom him. I am neither moved by his 
private vices, nor by his public merits. In his 
person^ though he were the worst of men, I contend 
for the safety and security of the best ; and, God 
forbid, my lords^ that there should be a power in 
this country of measuring the cicil rights of the 
subject by his moral character, or by any other 
jyAehfA^eJixed laws of the land f — 
Junius, nine months before this speech^ ad* 
vocates the cause of WiHces on the same groond^ 
and in language so little disaimilar that we are con- 
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strained to believe that he had a haad io the 
above. — *^ For rm/ own part, my lord, I am proud 
to affirm, that if I had been weak eDOB^ to 
form such a friendship, I would never have been 
base enough to betray it. Bat let Mr. fFUhes's cha- 
racter be what it tnay^ this is at least certain, 
^^ that, circunutanced as he is with regard to 4he 
*^ publicy efen his vices plead for hinu The peo- 
ple of England have too mudi discemuefit to 
suflfer your grace to take advantage of the fai^ 
^^ tf^9 (>f ^ private character, to establish aprecedera 
^* by which the public liberty is affected, and 
*^ whidi you may hereafter^ with equal ease and 
^^ sftisiaction, emptoy to the ruin @f the best men of 
'^ the kingdom* mmm^ But the laws qf England 
^* shall not be violated^ even by your holy seal to 
^^ oppress a sinner ; and though yon have succeed- 
*^ ed in making him the tool^ you shall not make 
^' him the victim of yo«ur ambition**' (i. ISO, 
April 10, 1769.) 

{S^ieech continued^) 
^.^ believe, my lords, I shall not be suspect- 
' ed of any peonoual partjaKty to this, ikohappy 
^ man t I am not very conversant in {Kunphlettor 

* newspapers ; but, irpm what I have heardi wd 

* from the little I have read» I may venliure to af- 
.* firm» that I have had my share in the octmpli- 
/ nmts whidi have come from that quarter; and 

<Mfer iMtives of aaifaitiott.(lbr I moat teke to 



JUNIUS IDENTIFIED. 31 1 

' myself a part of the Doble duke's insinaation), 
' I believe, my lords, there have been times in 

* which 1 have had the honour of standing in snch 
^ &yoar in die closet, that there must have been 
' something extravagantly nnreasonaUe in my 

* wishes if .they mii^t not all have been gratified * 
^ after neglecting those opportunities, I am now 

* raspected of coming forward in the decline of 
' life, in the anxious pursuit of wealth and power, 
' which it is impossible for me to enjoy. Be it so ; 
' there is one ambitim at least which I ever will ac- 

* knowledge^ which I will not renounce hut with my 
^ life. It is the ambitum ofdelioering to myposterl' 
^ ty those rights ijf freedom which I hmoe recemd 
^ from msf ancestors*.' — 

Junius again antkipates Lord CHATH▲M^- 
^* To transjGer the right of election from the col* 
** lective to the representative body of the people, 
^^ contradicts all those ideas of a House of Com- 
^* mons which th^ habe receioed from their fore-- 
^'fathers, and which they have already, though 
^* vainly perhaps, delicered to their children.'' (u 1 70, 
"Julys, 1769.) 

* * We owe it to our ancestors to pveser ve 



" entire those rights which th^ have delitered to 
" oRur care: we cms it to our posterity not to suffer 



* The words in italics are placed by Sir Philip Fravcis at 
t iMsd of lib Enay on the Rigeiicy, tMir ». Sl6 «f this voluae. 
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'' their dearest inheritanoe to be destroyed.*' (L22S^ 
Aug. 8, J 769.) 

{Speech continued.) 
•*«* I am not now pleading the cause of an indiddualy 
* btU of eoery freeholder in Ef^land.' — 

Junius. — ** Be assured that the laws, which 
'^ protect us in our dvil rights, grow out of the 
** constitution, and that they must fall or flourish 
" with it. This is not the cause of faction or of 
*' party, or of amf indifviAiaiy but the common inter^ 
" est of every man in Britain.'' (i. 3, December, 
1771.) 

{Speech continued) 
— * In what manner this House may constitution- 
ally interpose in their defence, and what kind of 
redress this case will require and admit of, is not 
at present the subject of our coosideratioit. The 
amendment^ if agreed to, will naturally lead us to 
such an inquiry. That inquiry may, perhaps, 
point out the necessity of an act of the legisla- 
ture, or it may lead us, perhaps, to desire a con- 
ference with the other House ; which pne noble 
lord affirms is the only parliamentary way of pro- 
ceeding ; and which anotbernoble lord assures us 
the House of Commons woiild. either not come 
to, or would break off with indignation. Leat- 
ing their lordships to reconcile that matter 
between themselves, I shall only say, that before 
we have inquired, we cannot be provided 
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^ materials, consequently we are not at present 
' prepared for a conference. 

' It is possible, my lords, that the inquiry I 
^ speak of may lead us to advise his Majesty to 
^ dissolve the present Parliament ; nor have I any 
^ doubt of our right to give that advice, if we should 
' think it necessary. His Majesty will then deter- 
' mine whether he will yield to the united petitions 

* of the people of England, or maintain the House 
^ of Commons in the exercise of a legislative power^ 
> which heretofore abolished the House of Lords, and 
^ aoertumed the mmarchy.' 

Junius. — ** By depriving a subject of his birth- 
^^ right, they have attributed to their own vote an 
'^ authority equal to an act of the whole legislature; 
^^ and, though perhaps not with the same motives^ 
k(we strMy followed ike ejcample of the long Par- 
Uanientj which Jirst declared the regal office useless, 
^^ and soon after with as little ceremom/ dissohedthi 
^* House of Lords. The same pretended power 
" which robs an English subject of his birthrigkii 
** may rob an English kif^ of hiscrfmnT (ii. 83. 
December, 19, 1769.) 

{Speech continued.) 
— ^ I willingly acquit the present House of Coni'^ 
^ mons of having actually formed so detestable a 
' design; but they cannot themselves fcfuesise to 

* what excesses they maybe carried hereaf^ ; iand 
^ for my own part, I should be sorry to tnistt&th^ 

* future moderatum. Unlimited power is apt to 
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' corrapt the minds of thofle who possess it ; and 
' this I know^ my lords^ that where ka» ends, 
* tyranny begins J* 

Juki OS. — ^' Versed as your Majesty undonbt- 
<^ edly is in the English history, it cannot easily 
^^ escape yon, how much it is yonr interest^ as well 
^^ as your daty» to [Mrevent one of the three estates 
'^ from encroaching upon the province of the odier 
^' two, or assuming the authority of them all. When 
^^ once they have dq>arted from the great consti^ 
^' tutional line, by whidi all their proceedings shonld 
^' be directed, who will answer for thdr future mo- 
^^ deration ? Or what assnranoe will they give you, 
^< that when they have trampled upon their eipuds, 
^' they will submit to a superior ? Your Majesty 
'^ metf learn hereafter how neaiiy die slave and 
'' tyrant aie allied.'' (ii. 84. Dec. Id, 1769) 

In the last two extracts the train of thought 
pursued by Junius, is that which Lord Chatuau 
or his rqKMTter Sir Phiup Francis afterwards 
followed* Nor is it only in the line o£ argument 
diat we may observe this similMity ; — the speech 
wrbaUy resembles the composition of Junius. 
Another particular in which tibe speech and the 
eadzacts reaaikahly agree, is u the pn^hetic an- 
nouncement oi the dangerous conseqnenoes which 
might ensue to the Idng^ firom maintaining and 
ibetfjng the House of Conmoiis in theezerdse of 
aii«nlawfcddqgfeaof|KNnr. ThispotsiUeatrctdi 
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of authority, it has been already observed, was as- 
sumed on a memorable occasion, when Sir Philip 
Francis, in his own person, protested against it 
with as much energy and consistency, as if he had 
spoken in the name of Lord Chatham, or written 
under that ^Junius. 

^' The amendment was negatived. But in con- 
sequence of this strong and public arraignment of the 
ministry, seoeralqfthem resigned. Lord Ch atham*s 
information of the proceedings of the cabinet 
council was supposed to have been derived from 
Lord Camden, who, at that time, was lord chan- 
cellor ; and he having this day divided vdth Lord 
Chatham, the great seal was immediately taken 
from him*.* 

* Almon*8 Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, ii. p. 107. 
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CHAPTER XVI. 

On the twenty-second of January, 1770, the 
Marquis of Rockingham moved for fixing a day to 
take into consideration the state of the nation. 

" This speech*, (says Almon) the answer of 
the Duke of Grafton, and Lord Chatham^s reply, 

* * The object of his lordship'^ speech was to shew, that the pre* 

* sent unhappy condition of affiiira» and the univosal discontent of th« 
^ * people, did not arise from any immediate temporary cause, but had 

' grown upon us by degrees, from the moment of his Majesty's ao- 

* cession to the throne. That the persons in whom his Majesty then 

* confided had introduced a total change in the old system o( English 
' government— that they had adopted a maxim which must prove 

* fatal to the liberties of this country, viz. ** That the royal preroga- 
' tive alone was sufficient to support government, to whatever hands 

* the administration should be committed ;** and he could trace the 

* operation of this prindple through every act of government, since 

* the accession, in which those persons could be supposed to have 
' any influence. Their first exertion of the prerogative was to make 

* a peace contrary to the wishes of the nation, and on terms totally 

* disproportioned to the successes of the war ; but as they fdt them- 
' selves unequal to the conduct of a war, they thought a peace, on any 
' conditions, necessary for their own security and permanence in ad- 
' ministration. He ihen took notice of those odious tyrannical acts 
' of power, by which an approbation of the peace had been obtained.' 

* And he mentioned the general sweep through every branch and 

* department of administration: the removes not merely confined to 

* the higher employments, but carried down, with the nunutcst 
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9xe printed from the notes of the same gentleman 
who communicated the three preceding speechesi 



cruelty, to the lowest offices of the state ; and numberless innocent 
&milies» which had subsisted on salaries from fifty to two hundred 
pounds a year, turned out to misery and ruin, with as little regard 
to the rules of justice, as to the common feelings of compassion. 
That their ideas of taacation were marked by the same principle. 
The argument urged for taung the cyder counties, viz. " The 
equity of placing them on the saibe footing with others, where malt 
liquors were chiefly used," was too obvious to escape the attention 
of former ministers ^ but former ministers paid more re^rd to the 
liberties of the people, than to the improvement of the revenue. 
That the object of the cyder act, or the effect of it, at least, was not 
so much to increase the revenue, as to extend the law of excise, and 
open the doors of private men to the officers of the crown. 

' Without entering into the right of taxing America, it was 
evident, that since the revenue expected to arise from that measure 
was allowed to be very inconsiderable, the real purpose of govern* 
ment must have been to increase the number of their officers in that 
couptiy, and consequently the suength of the prerogative. 

' He then took notice of the indecent manner with which tho 
debt upon the king's civil list had been laid before, and provided for, 
by Fsrliament. No account offered — no inquiry permitted to be 
made — not even the decent satisfiM^on given to Parliament of an a** 
suranoe that in futnvB such extraordinaiy expenses should be avoid- 
ed. On the contrary, the king's speech on that occasion had been 
so cautiously worded, that, far from engaging to avoid such exceed- 
ingi for the future, it intimated plainly that the expenses of the king's 
civil government could not be confined within the revenue granted 
by Parliament— That as the nation was heavily burthened by the 
expense, they were no less grossly insulted by the manner in which 
that burthen was laid iiqton them. That, in certain grants lately 
made by the crown, the ministry had adheved to their principle of 
carrying the prero^itive to its utmost extent No right of property 
—no continuance of possession had been considered. But, if these 
had been v?eaker than tbqr were, he thought some respect was due 
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made on Ae first day of ^ aesBioii. They have 
none of them been printed before. It was necessary 

' to the memoTf of the gnat prince fay whom thewgranii bad been 
^ made ; and in common justice to the noble dnke, [the Duke of 

* Portland J who8e property had been invaded, the ministry shoold at 

* least have avoided that huiry and pieci^tation, which had hardly 

* left his grace time to delend his rights; and by which die ministry 
' themselves seemed to confess their measures would not bear a more 
^ ddiberate mode of proceeding. But the purposes of an election were 

* to be served ; and the person, benefited by this measure, was snp- 

* posed to be a better friend to administration than the noble duke, 

* whose pit^MTty had been arbitrarily trmnstoed to another. And 
^ when, i^an oeeamn cf this eactraordinaiy measure, and to quiet ihe 

* minds of the people, a bill bad been brought into Furliamentibr se* 
' curing the property of the subject, it had been v^eoted the first jnear 
^ and violently resisted the second $ but die justice and neeeasity of it 
' had prevailed over the influence, and finourite mn^ims of the ad* 
"ministratton. That the affairs of the external part oF the emptre 

* had been managed with the same want of wisdom, and had been 

* brought hilo nearly fStvt same condition with those at home. In 
' Ireland he saw the Parliament jNnorogoed, (which probably led to 

* a dissolution) and the afiairs of that kingdom left unprovided fiir, 
'and in the greatest confusion. That in America mclisures of 

* violence had been adopted, and it had been the unifbnn language 
' and doctrine of the minbtry to force that countty to suWit That, 

* in his own opinion, violence would not do llsre, and he hoped it 
' would not do hen» But even if a plan of force were advisable^ 
' why had it not been adhered tof Why did they not adopt and abide 
' by some one system of conduct? That the kingfs speeches and th6 
' language of the ministry at home had denounced nothing but wat 

* and vengeance against a rebellious people, whilst his nnyes^s g»> 

* vemors abroad were instructed to convey to them the gentlest 
' promises of relief and sarisfiietioo* His lordship here referred to 

* Lord Bottelort's speech to the assembly of Virginia, in May 17Q9» 

* out of which he recited a passage in point. The passage was this: 
« ^" 1 think myeelf peeuliarly fortnnate to be able to inform yon. 
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to iMort Lord Rpckmgfaam's and die Duke of 
6rafton*s speeches^ because they are introdoctoiy 

' that by a letter, dated May the 13th, I have been attuicd by the 

* Earl of Hillsboroagh, that his majesty's preient admmistration hafe 
' at no time entertained a design to propoee to Fsrliament to lay any 
' liirther taies upon America for the pnrpoie of raising a rerenne^and 
' that it is their intentbn lo propose, in the next aeision of Pkrliament, 
' to take off the duties upon glass, paper, and ooloora, upon oonttder»- 
' tion of such duties having been laid contrary to the true principles 
'of commerce.*' 

< With respect to foieign affiiin, he thought it highly necesnry to 
' UMiuiie, why France had been permitted to make so considerable an 

* acqaisition as the island of Corsica ? That no man could deny, that 
' llus island would prore a great addition lo the strength of Franci^ 
' with respect lo her marine ; both from its harboun, and the timber 
' it produced. He thought this attempt of France was not only ua» 

* just in itself, but directly contrary to certain stipulations in the treai^ 
' of Aix-larChapelle, confirmed by that of 1763, by which it was di»- 
« ftermined and settled, *' That the republic of Genoa should be en- 
' tiiely reestablished and maintained in ail its former states and poa- 
' sessions i and that, for the advantage and maintmanoe of the peace 

* in general, for the tiaoquilli^of Italy in particular, all things should 

* remain there in the condidon they were in before the war." 

* His lordship added. That he had not dwelt so strongly as he 
' migfit have done, upon that great invanon of the constitution, which 
< bad now Aroum Utr whoU oowHry intoajhme: the people were 

* sufficiently alarmed for their rights, and he did not doubt but that 
' matters would be duly inquired inta But he considered it only as 

* the point u> which all the other measures of the administration had 
' tended. That when the constitution was violated, we should not 

* content ourselves with repairing the single breach, but look back 

* into the causes, and trace the principles which had produced it, in 
^ ovder, not merely to restore die constitution to present healdi, bat, 
« if possible, make it invulnerable hereafter. 

* Upon the whole, he reoommended it strongly to their loidslu|», 

* lofe an eaiiyd^ for taking intothctrconsideratkw the state ofthis 
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to Lord Chatham^s.*' For the reason here asngaed 
and because they are the undoubted reports of Sir 

' country in all its relations and dependencies, foreign, proyinciaU and 
€ domestic $ for we had been injured in them all. That consideration 
' would, he hoped, lead their lordships to advise the crown nq^ only 
' how to correct past errors, but how to establish a system of govern* 
' ment more wise, more permanent, better suited to the genius of the 

* people, and, at least, consblent with the spirit of the constitution.* 

' The Duke qf Grqflon, who spoke nexU did not oppose the 

* motion : on the contrary, he engaged to second it, and to meet the 
' voble lord upon the great question whenever the House should 

* diink proper. For the present, he meant only to exculpate himself 
' from some severe reflections, which he thought were directed pai^ ' 
' ticulaiiy and perMnally against himself. That he was ready to 

' justify the measures alluded to by the noble lord, about every other. 

* part of his conduct ; and he did not doubt of being able to do so to 

* the satiaAiction of the House. That the resumption made by the 
' Commissioners of the Treasury, of a supposed grant of the crown 

' land, had been most unfiurly represented. He vnshed the noble * 
' lord,- instead of the word property, had only used ptmesnon ; and 
' then he would have truly described the fact, and the olgect. That 
' upon the application made to the board, by the person who had 

* discovered the defect in the noble duke's title, he could not consist- 

* ently with ha duty, as an oflioer of the crown, have rgected the 

* daim made by that person. That if the noble duke, instead of being 
' an opponent, had been the warmest friend of ati administration, 
' the Treasury Board could not have acted otherwise than they did, 

* without a flagrant violation of jusdce ; and tiM for that huny and 

* precipitation of which they were accused, he took upon him to con^ 
' tradict the noble lord in the most positive manner, and offered to 

* prove at the bar of that House, that they had proceeded, not only 

* with temper and deliberation, but with the utmost attention to the 

* interests of the noble duke, and every possible mark of respect to 

* his person; and had protracted their decision to the very last moment, 

* aUowed by the rules of the board* With rsipect to the debt upon 
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Philip Francis, we have reprinted them in the 
hotes ; otherwise as they are mere sketches of the 
heads of each speech, and afford no scope for fine 
writing, they assist so little in the main object of 
our pursuit, that they might have been omitted. 
Some expressions are however found in them 
which being also the phrases of Junius, contribute 
to identify him with the reporter. " Upon occasion 
of,"* without the definite article, is a great peculiarity, 

' the civil list, he neither had» nor could have, any personal motives 
' for wishing to conceal from Parliament the particulars of the ex- 
' traordinary expenses, by which that debt had been incurred. That 
' the persons ta whose offices it belonged, had been constantly em* 
' ployed in drawing up a state of that account, and that they had 
' received every possible light and information from the officers of 
"* the crown, in order to shorten and facilitate the business : but it 
' was a work of infinite labour and extent ; and, notwithstanding 
' the utmost diligence in the several public offices, could not yet be 
' completed. 

' That in regard to foreign affairs, he believed the conduct of the 
' king*s ministers would bear the strictest examination, and would be 
' found ineproachable. That, for his own part, he had never 
' thought, nor had he ever affirmed, that the conditions of the late 
* peace were such as the people had a right to expect. He bad 
' maintained that opinion in former times, and no change of situation 
' shoald ever induce him to relinquish it But tliat the peace being 
' once made, and those ad^^antages which we might have expected 
' from a continuance of the war being now irrecoverable, he would 
' never advise the king to engage in another war, as long as ^he 
' dignt^ of the crown and the real interests of the nation could be 
' preserved without it That what we had suffered alr^idy by foreign 
' connections, ought to warn us against engaging lightly in quarrels, 
' in which we had no immediate concern, and to which we might 
f probably sacrifice our own most essential interests.* 

Y 
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yet we meet with it in Junius : — ^ upon occasion of 
a jurisdiction unlawfully assumed by the House ;" 
(ii. 235), '^ t^n occasion of some clamour yester* 
day" (ill. 2P4.) &c. " Thrown this rvhok country 
iaio afiami* is a favourite metaphor with Junius ; 
vide the parallels at p. &39* And other instances, 
such as *^ the constitution was "oioUUed^ ^^ repairing 
the single breach,''. " restore the constitution to present 
health/' kc. also indicate the hand of Junius. 

The speech of the Duke of Grafton possesses 
$in interest of another kind, for Junius himself 
giyes a specimen of his lordship s eloquence^ which, 
though it is too burlesque to be gravely compared 
with the present, exhibits a caricature of its manner, 
f— Sir Philip heard the duke, and tool^: notes of 
his speech in January, 1 770 ; at the end of* that 
year JuniuSjj fuentioning his lordshijTs ^' talent for 
talking in public,"* says, ^^ I have often had the 
honour of hearing him. With a very solemn and 
plausible delivery, he has a set of thoughts, or rather 
of words resembling thoughts, which may be ap* 
plied indi&rently, and with equal success, to all 
possible subjects. Tbere is this singular advantage 
in bis grace's method of discourse, that> if it were 
once admitted that he spoke well upon any one 
given topic, it would inevitably follow that he was 
qualified to deliver himself happily upoq every 
subject what»oev^r» He woukl be ipso facto an unj- 
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versal orator. Accept of the following specimen 
of his grace's eloquence, aiid> I promise you^ you 
will be as well able to judge of his oratorial powers, 
as if you bad heard him a thousand times. 

^* My fords, when I came into the House this 
day,'' «te. &c. (iil. 287.) 

There is not a word here which Sir Phi lip 
Francis might not have uttered, nor is the de- 
scription altogether inapplicable to the speech 
which he has reported. This, joined with the cir- 
cumstance of his having, like Junius, preserved 
^' a specimen of his grace's eloquence,'* is almost 
sufficient to unmask the Author of the Letters. 

The Duke of Graf ton was followed by 

THE EARL OF CHATHAM. 

/ My lords, I meant to have risen immediately 
^tofecondtbe motion made by the noble lord. 
' The charge which the noble duke seemed to 

* think aflected himself particularly, did undoubt- 
' edly demand an early answer ; it was proper 
^ be should speak before me, and I aib as ready as 
' any man to applaud the decency and propriety 
'^ with which he has expressed himself. 

* I entirely agree with the noble ^ lord, both iti 

* the necessity of your lordships concurring with 
^ the motion, and in the principles and arguments 
^ by wlttch be has very judiciously supported it. I 
^ see clearly, that the complexion of our govern-^ 

y 3 
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inent has been materially altered ; and I can trace 
the origin of the alteration np to a period^ which 
onght to have been an aera of happiness and pros- 
perity to this country. 

* My lords, I shall give you my reasons for 
concurring with the motion, — ^not methodically, 
but as they occur to my mind. I may wander, 
perhaps, from the exact parliamentary debate ; 
but I hope I shall say nothing but what may de- 
serve your attention, and what, if not strictly pro- 
per at present, would be fit to be said, when the 
state of the nation shall come to be considered. 
My uncertain state of health must plead my ex- 
cuse. I am now in some pain, and very proba- 
bly may not be able to attend my duty when I 
desire it most, in this house. I thank God, my 
lordS) for having thus long preserved so incon- 
siderable a being as I am, to take part upon this 
great occasion, and to contribute my endeavours, 

such as they are, to restore, to save, to confirm 

... • 

the constitution. 

■ 

^ My lords, I need not look abroad for grievances. 
The grand capital mischief is fixed at home. It 
corrupts the very foundation of our political ex- 
istence, and preys upon the vitals of the state. — 
The constitution has been grossly violated. — The 

CONSTITUTION AT THIS MOMENT STANDS VIO- 
LATED. Until that woqnd be healed, until the 
grievance be redressed, it is in vain to recom- 
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^ mend union to Parliament ; in vain to promote 
^ concord among the people. If we mean seriously 
^ to unite the nation within itself, we must con- 

* vince them that their complaints are regarded, 
' that their inquiries shall be redressed. On that 
' foundation I would take the lead in recommend* 
^ ing peace and harmony to the people. On any 
^ other, I would never wish to see them united 
' again* If the breach in ike constitution be effec- 
*. tually repaired^ — 

Junius. — " I would punish him in his ofl^ 
^^ spring by repairing the breaches he has made." 
(i. *264,Aug. 21, 1771.) 

" You seem determined to compensate 

" amply for your former n^ligence ; and to ba- 
*^ lance the non-execution of the laws with a breach 
"" of the constitution^ (i. 132, April 24, 176ft.) 

Speech continued. 
—' the people will of themselves return to a state 
' of tranquillity.— If not— MAY discord prevail 

* FOR EVER*. 

' I know to whatjpoint this doctrine and thia 

* language will appear directed. But I feel the 
^ principles of an Englishman, and I utter them 

* without apprehension or reserve. The crisis is 
' indeed alarming ; so much the more does it re- 

• Frawcis.— " Let the war take its course; or as 7 heard Lord 
*' Chatham (Morf in the House of Lords with a monaich's voioe^ 
<' LET DISCORD PRXVAii. FOR BTSR." (On Paper Currency.) 
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^ quire a prudent relaxation on the pairt of goYem- 
^ menit. If the king*s servants will not permit a 
^ constitutional question to be decided on, accovd- 
^ ing ta the forms^ and on the principles of the con« 
^ stitution^ it must then be decided in some other 
^ manner ; and rather than it should be given up, 
^ rather than the nation should surrender thar birth" 
^ right to a despotic mimster, I hope, my lords, old 
^ as I am, I shall see the question brought to issue^ 
' and fairly tried between the peopie and the go- 
^ wmment* 

Junius, on the same topic, has the same ex- 
pression. — ^^ The time is come^ when the body of 
^ the English people must assert their own cause : 
^ conscious of their strength, and animated by a 
« sense of their duty, they will not surrmder their 
'' birth-right to nUmsters, parliaments^ or kings.** 
(ii. 115, March 19, 1770.) 

— '- ^^ Every measure of government opens 

^ an ample field for a parliamentary inquisition. 
" If this resource should fail us, our neai and latest 
^* appeal must be made to Heaoenr (iii. 165> Oc- 
tober 15, 1768.) 

{Speech continued.) 
— * My lords, this is not the langoage of fection ; 
' let it be tried by that criterion, by which alone 
^ we can distinguish what is factious from, what is 
( not— by the principles of theEogli^ constitution^ 
< 1 have been bred UD in those principles; and 
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know^ that wIkmi the liberty of the subject is in- 
vaded^ and all redress denied him^ resisfance is 
justified. If I had a doubt upon the matter, 1 
should folfow the example set us by the most re* 
vereiid bench, with whom! I believe it is a 
maxun, when any doubt in point of faith arises, 
or any question of controversy is started, to ap- 
peal at once to the greatest source and evidence 
of our religion— I mean the Holy Bi^ble: the 
constitution has its political Bibk, by which, if it 
be fairly consulted, every political question may 
and ought to be determined. Magna Ckarta, 
the Petition of Rights y and the Bill of Rights, form 
that eode which I caU the Bible of the BngUsh cm- 
stittaion.^ 

Junius sj^eaks under this singnkr Bgwe in 
the following passive.—" The civil coustitiition 
'^ too, that legal liberty, that general creeds whicli 
*^ every Englishman professes, may still be sup- 
^* ported, though Wilkes, and Horne, and Town- 
" sliend, and Sawbridge, should obstinately refuse 
"to communicate; and even if the fathers of the 
" churchy if Savife, Richmond, Gamden, Rocking- 
" ham, and Chatham, should disagree in the cere- 
^^ monies of their political worships and even in the 
" interpretation of twenty tesfis in Magna CfmriaJ^ 

(ii. 346, Octobers, 1771.) 

{Speech continued.) 

— ^ Had some of his Biajest/s unhappy predeeeih 
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^ sors trusted less to the comments of their miois- 
^ ters, had they been better read in the tert itself, 

* the glorious revolution would have remained only 

* possible in theory, and would not now have ex- 
' isted upon record a formidable example to their 



* successors.' 



Junius calls the decapitation of Charles *^ a 
" glorious act of substantial justice." (ii. 2 1 5, 
April 22, 1771.) 

{Speech continued,) 
* My lords, I cannot agree with the noble 
duke, that nothing less than an immediate attack 
upon the honour or interest of this nation can ' 
authorise us to interpose in defence of weaker 
states, and in stopping the enterprizes of an am- 
bitious neighbour. Wh^iever that narrow, selfish 
policy has prevailed in our councils, we have con- 
stantly experienced the fatal effects of it. By sui^ 
fering our natural enemies to oppress the powers 
less able than we are to make resistance, we have 
permitted them to increase their strength, we 
have lost the most favourable opportunities of 
opposing them with success, and found ourselves, 
at last, obliged to run eoery hazard in making thai 
cause our owny in which we were not wise enough 
to take part, while the expense and danger 
might have been supported by others. — With re- 
spect to Corsica, I shall only say, that France 
has obtained a more useful and important acquisi^ 
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* tion in One pacific campaign, than in any of her 
^ belligerent campaigns ; at least while I bad the 
^ honour of administering the war against her. 

Junius. — ^^ If, instead of disowning Lord 
*' Shclbume, the British Court had interposed 
^^ with dignity and firmness, you know, my lord, 
** that Corsica would never have been invaded. 
^^ The French saw the weakness of a distracted 
*' ministry, and were justified in treating you with 
** contempt. They would probably have yielded 
in the first instance, rather than hazard a rap- 
ture with this country ; but being once engaged, 
they cannot retreat without dishonour. Com- 
mon sense foresees consequences which have es- 
caped your grace's penetration. Either we suffer 
*^ the French to make an acquisition, the importance 
** of which you have probably no conception of; or 
'^ we oppose them by an underhand management^ 
'* which only disgraces us in the eyes of Europe, 
*' without answering any purpose of poh'cy or pru- 
" dence. From secret, indirect assistance, a tran- 
" sition to some more open decisive measures be- 
^^ comes unavoidable; till at last we find ourselves 
pruicipals in the war^ and are obliged to hazard 
eoery thing for an object which might have ori- 
" ginally been obtained without expense or danger r 
(i. 149, May 30, 1769.) 

In this instance, the zoords, sentments, and the 
very train qf thought exactly accord^ though 
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Junius anticipated Lord Chatham by several 
months. 

(Speech amiinued.) 
— * The word may, perhaps, be thongbt singnlar : 

* I mean only while I was the minister, chiefly en- 
' tmsted with the coadnct of the war. I remem- 
^ her, my lords, the time when Lorrain was united 
' to the crown of France ; that too was, in some 
^ measnre, a pacific conquest ; and there were peo- 

* pie who talked of it as the noble duke now speaks 
' of Corsica. France was permitted to take and 

* keep possession of a noble province ; and, ac- 

* cording to bis grace's ideas, we did right in not 
^ opposing it. The efibet of these acquisitions is, 
^ I confess, not immediate ; but they unite with 

* the main body by degrees, and, in time, make a 

* part of the national strength. I fear, my lords, 

* it is too much the temper of this country to be 
^insensible of the approach of danger, until it 

* comes with accumulated terror upon us. 

* My lords, the condition of his majesty^s af- 
^ fairs in Ireland, and the state of that kingdom 

* within itself, will undoubtedly make a very ma- 

* terial part of your lordship's inquiry. I am not 

* sufficiently informed to enter into the subject so 
' fully as I could wish ; but by what appears to 

* the public, and from my own observation, I con- 

* fess I cannot give the ministry much ccedit for 

* the spirit or prudence of their conduct. I see^ 
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' that even where their measures were well chosen, 

* they are incapable of carrying them thrmigb, 

* without some unhappy mixture of weakness or 

* impmdence.— 7^^ are ina^Mble of doiffg entirety 

* right: 

Junius says to the Duke of Grafiton.— - 
'^ There is something in both [your character and 
^' conduct] which distinguishes you, not only from 
^' all other ministers, but all other men. It is not 
'^ that you do wroog by design, but that you shouM 
" never do right by mistake^ (i. 140, May 30, 
1769.) 

(Speech continued.) 
—* My lords, I do from my conscience, and from 

* the best weighed principles of my understanding, 
^ applaud the augmentation of the army. As a 
' military plan, I believe it has been judiciously ar- 
' ranged. In a political view, I am convinced it 
' was for the welfare, for the safety of the whole 

* empire. But, my lords, with all these advan* 

* tages, with all these recommendations, if I had 

* the honour of ad vising his majesty, I would never 
' have consented to his accepting the augmenta- 
' tion, with that absurd dishonourable condition, 

* which the ministry have submitted to annex to 

* it. My lords, I revere tixe just prerogative c^the 
' crawn^ and would contend for it as warmly as for 

* the rights of the p^ple. They are linked together ^ 
' and naturally support each other. I would not 
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* toncb Vi feather of the prerogative. The expriss- 
^ 8100^ perhaps, is too light ; but since I have made 
^ use of it, let me add, that the entire command 
' and power of directing the local, disposition of 
^ the army is the royal prerogative, as the master 
^feather in the eagles wing; and if I were permit- 
' ted to carry the allusion a little farther, I would 
' say, they have disarmed the imperial bird, the 
' Ministrum Fulminis AUtem. The army is the 
' thunder of the crown. — ^Hie ministry have tied 
^ up the hand which should direct the bolt.' 

Junius. — " The ministry, it seems, are labour- 
^^ ing to draw a line of distinction between the 
" hormtr of the crown and the righU of the people. 
^^ This new idea has yet been only started in dis- 
" course ; for in effect, both objects have bpen 
'^ equally sacrificed. I neither understand the 
" distinction, nor what use the ministry propose 
" to make of it. The king's honour is that of the 
*' people. Their real honour and interest are the same. 
'' I am not contending for a vain punctilio. A 
clear unblemished character comprehends not 
only the integrity that will not offer, but the 
spirit that will not submit to an injury; and 
whether it belongs to an individual or to a com- 
'^ munity, it is the foundation of peace, of inde- 
** pendence, and of safety. Private credit is 
." wealth ; — public honour k security. — The feather 
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that adorns the royal bird, supports its Jlight. 

Strip him of his plumage, and you fix him to the 
" earthr (ii. 1 94, January 30, 1 77 1 .) 

This fine figure affords another proof of that 
perfect consimilitude of thought, which is visible 
throughout these Speeches, and the Letters of 
Junius. 

(Speech continued.) 
^ My lords, I remember that Minorca was lost 
for want of four battalions. They could not be 
spared from hence; and there was a delicacy 
about taking them firom Ireland. I was one of 
those who promoted an inquiry into that matter 
in the other house ; and I was convinced we had 
not regular troops sufficient for the necessary ser- 
vice of the nation. Since the moment the plan 
of augmentation was first talked of, I have con- 
stantly and warmly supported it among my 
friends : I have recommended it to several mem- 
bers of the Irish House bf Commons, and ex- 
horted them to support it with their utmost 
interest in parliament. I did not foresee, nor 
could I conceive it possible, the ministry would 
accept of it, with a condition that makes the plan 
itself ineffectual, and, as far as it operates, defeats 
every useful purpose of maintaining a standing 
military force. His majesty is now so confined 
by his promise, that he must leave twelve thou- 
sand men locked up in Ireland, let the situation 
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of his aflSUrs dbroad, or the approach of danger 
to this country be ever so darming, unless thetts 
be an actual rebeliion^ or invasion in Great Bri- 
tain. Even in the two cases excepted by the 
king's promise^ the mischief must have already 
begun to operate^ must have already taken efiect, 
before his majesty can be authorised to send for 
the assistance of his Iri^h army. He has not 
left himself the power of taking any preventive 
toeasures> let his int^igence be ever ao certain, 
let his appr^ensions of invasion or rebellioo be 
ever so well founded : unless the traitor be actu- 
ally in arms, unless the oiemy be in the heart of 
your country^ he cannot move a single man from 
Ireland. 

^ I feel myself compelled, my lords, to return 
to that sulgect which ocouptes and interests 
me most ; I mean the internal disorder of the 
constitution, and the remedy it demands. But 
first, I would observe, there is one poiat upon 
which I think the noble duke has not explained 
himself. I eh not mean to catch at wordsy ha 
if possible^ to possess the sense of what I hear*. 
I would treat every man with candotn*, and 
shoidd expect the same candour in return. For 
the noble duke, in particular, I have every per- 
sonsd respect and regard. I never desire to un- 
derstand him, but as he wishes to be understood. 



* See the parallels from JuNrus at p. 246. 
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His grace, I thinks has laid much stress upon 
the diligence of the several public offices, and 
the assistance given them by the adnunistration^ 
in preparing a state of the expenses of bis ma- 
jesty's civil government, for the information of 
parliament, and for the satisfaction of the public. 
He has given us a * nnmber of plausible reasons 
for thdr not having yet been able to finish the 
account ; but, as far as I am able to recollect, he 
has not yet given us the smallest reason to hope 
that it ever will be finished ; or that it ever will 
be laid before Parliament 

' My lords, I am not unpractised in business^ 
and if, with all that apparent diligence, and all 
that assistance which the noble duke speaks oF^ 
the accounts in question have not yet been made 
up, I am convinced there must be a defect in 
some of the public offices, which ought to be 
strictly inquired into, and severely punished. But 
my lords, the waste of the public money is not 
of itself so important as the permcious purpose 
to which we have reason to suspect that money 
has been applied. For some years past, there has 
been an influx of wealth into this country, which 
has been attended with many fatal consequences, 
because it has not been the regular, nataral pro- 
duce of labour and industry. The riches of Asia 
have been poured in upon us, and have Inrougfat 
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with them not only Asiatic laxory, bat, I fear, 
Asiatic principles of government. Without con- 
nections, without any natural interest in the soil, 
the importers of foreign gold have forced their 
way into Parliament^ by such a torrent of private 
corruption, as no private hereditary fortune could 
resist. My lords, not saying but what is within 
the knowledge of us all, the corruption of the 
people is the great original cause of the discon- 
tents of the people themselves, of the enterprise 
of the crown, and the notorious decay of the in- 
ternal vigour of the constitution. For this great 
evil some immediate remedy must be provided ; 
and I confess, my lords, I did hope, that bis ma- 
jesty's servants would not have suffered so many 
years of peace to elapse, without payings some 
attention to an object, which ought to engage and 
interest us all. I flattered myself I should see 
some barrier's thrown up in defence of the constitu- 
tion, some impediment formed to stop the rapid 
progress of corruption.' — 

Junius. — " With regard to the articles taken 
separately, I am concerned to see that the great 
condition which ought to be the sine quA non of 
parliamentary qualification^ which ought to be 
the basts, as it assuredly will be the only support 
of every barrier raised in defence of the constitu* 
^ tion, — I mean a declaration upon oath to shorten 
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'^ t^e dmrndoii of parliamentB^ is rodnoed to At 
*^ fourth rank in the esteem of the society,'' (i. *2845 
September 7, 1771.) 

— * I doabt not we all agree that something mast 
^ be done. I shall offer my thoughts^ such as they 
' are^ to the consideration of the Honse : and I 

* wish that every noble lord who hears me would 
' be as ready as I am to contribute his opinion to 
< this important service. I will not call ^my own 
'. sentiments crude and indigested ; it would bo 
' unfit for me to offer any thing to your lordships, 
^ which I had not well considered ; and this sub* 
^ jecty I own, has long occupied my thoughts. I 

* will now give them to your lordships without 

* reserve. 

* Whoever understands the theory of the Eng" 
^ Tish constitution^ and will compare it with the 
^fact, paust see at once how widely they'd^er^ 

Junius. — *' Certainly nodiing can be ksB re- 
** concikabk to the theory y than the present practice 
" of the constitution.'" (i, 286, Sept. 7, 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 
— * We must reconcile them to each other^ if we 

* wish to save the liberties of this country; we must 

* reduce our political practice as nearly as possible^ 
' to our principles. TTie constitution intended that 

* there should be a permanent relation between the 

* constituent and representative body of the peo- 

* pie. Will any man affirm^ that, as the House of 
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^ Commons is now formed, that relation is in any 
^ degree preserved ? My lords, it is not preserved, 
^ it is destroyed. Let tis be cautious, however, haw 
^ we hcpoe recourse to violent expedients.* 

JuNi us. — *' That the people are not equally and 
^* fiilly represented is unquestionable.— Bwf let us 
*^ take care what we attempt.'' (i. * 286j Sept. 177 1.) 

(Speech continued.) 

* The boroughs of this country have properly 

* enough been called the rotten parts of the consti- 
'^ tutioii. I have lived in Cornwall, and without 

* entering into any invidious particularity, have 

* seen enough to justify the appellation. But in 
^ my judgment, my lords, these boroughs, corrupt 
^ as they are, must be considered as the natural in- 

* firmity of the constitution. Like the infirmities 

* of the body, we must bear them with patience, 
' and submit to carry them about with us. . ITie 
^ limb is mortified, but the amputation might he 
^ death.' 

Junius. — "As to cutting away the rotten 
^^ boroughs, I am as much offended as any man at 
seeing so many of them under the direct influ- 
ence of the crown, or at the disposal of private 
" persons ; yet, I own, I have both doubts and ap- 
" prehensions, in regard to the remedy you pro- 
pose. I shall be charged, perhaps, with an un- 
usual want of political intrepidity, when I ho- 
^^ nestly confess to you, that I am startled at the 
'* idea of so extensive an amputation. ♦ * ♦ 
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^^ When aU ydiir instraments of an^u-^ 

taiion are prepared — ^when the unhappy patient 
lies bound at your feet, without the possibility of 
*^ resistance, by what infallible rule will you direct 
** the operation ? When you propose to cut away 
^^ the ratten parts, can you tell us what parts are 
^^ perfectly sound ? Are there any certain limits in 
'* fact or theory, to inform you at what point you 
" must stop — ^at what point the mortification ends?* 

(i. 287, 289, Sept. 7, 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 

^ Let us try, my lords, whether some gentler 

^ remedies may not be discovered. Since we can- 

^ not cure the disorder, let us endeavour to infuse 

\sueh a portion of new health into the constitution, 

* as may otabk it to support its most inveterate dis^ 

* eases' 

Junius. — " Besides that I approve highly of 
" Lford Chatham's idea of ^ infusing a portion of 
** neio health into the constitution, to enable it to bear 
" its infirmitiesy* (a brilliant expression, and fall 
*^ of intrinsic wisdom,) other reasons concur in 
^^ persuading me to adopt it.** (i.* 290, Sept. 7, 

1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 

^ The representation of the counties is, I think, 

' still preserved pure and uhcorrupted. That of 

^.the greatest cities is upon a footing equally re- 

^ spectable ; and there are many of the'tEurger trad* 

z2 
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^ idg ti^wns^ wliioh 6tiU pieserve thdr Ind^n- 
^ dtQce. Tbo infiisioii of health which I now al- 
' ludd t0, would be to permit ^vtarj comity to elect 
^ one member more, in additioQ to -their present 
^ representation. The kmgkt^ rf the ahires ap- 
^ proaeh nearest to the constitutional representa- 
' tion of the conntry, because they represent the 
^soiL* 

• JuKius- — ^^ £or^. Chatham's pryeot^for m- 
*^ stance^ of increasing the mmher of knights qf 
*^ shires, appears io^me admirable ; and the moment 
^^ we have obtained a triennial Parliament it ought 
'^ to be tried.'' (i. * 287, Sept 7, 1771.) 

(Speech continued.) 

^ It is not in the litde dependent boronghs, it 
^ is in the great cities and counties that the 
' strength and vigour of the constitution resides, 
^ and by them alone, if an unhappy queistion 
^ should ever rise, will the constitution be h<MMst* 
^ ly and firmly defended. I would increase that 
*" strength^ because I think it is the only security 
^ we have against the profligacy of the times, the 
^ corruption of the people, and the amUtion of the 



* crown. 



^ I think I have weighed every possible objec- 
^ tion that cbn be raised against a pUn of this 
* nature ; abd I oonfess I see but one, whicfa^ to 
^ me^ carries any appearances of solidity. It may 
' be said,^ fBthaps, that when th^ act passed for 
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' nnitidg the two kingdom^^ tbd tmmbtr of per- 
' sons who Were to represent the wbrie nation in 
' Parliament was proportioned and filxed oli f6r 
' ever — ^That this limitation is a fntidamelital dr- 

* tick^ and cannot be altered without hCmtding a 
^ dissolution of the union, 

' My lords^ no man ttho hean me can have a 

^ greater reverenee for that #{se aud important act 

' than I have. I revere the memory of that greal 

^ prince who first formed the plan^ fttd ^ tbMe 

' illnstrioQs patriots f^ho carried it into ttediiti6A. 

^ As a contract, eoery artkk <f it should bi tMi6- 

' * laUe ; as the common ba§iii of the ittengib and 

'* happinemf of two natio«ii, eoefp attkk of it should 

* deBOcred* 

JoKiUd.-^^' I am far frbm meaning to im- 
'' peach the artkles of tht tmonr (i. 40, Dte. 
1771.) 

(iJ^leecA cMiinued.) 

' I hope I cannot be snspeeted ^f (!oaceliiBg t 
^ thought so detestable, as to propose an adnai- 

* tage to one of the contracting parties at tbe ez- 
' pense of the other. No, isrf lordii, I m^ali ffaat 

* the benefit should be uuiviersal, aikl the c6nient 
^ to receive it unammoud. Nothing ledd thaa a 

* most urgent and important occasion shcMild pir- 
^ suade me to vary even from the letter of the act; 
^ but there is no occasion^ however urgent, how« 
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ever importaxity that should ever iodace me to 
depart from the spirit of it. Let that spirit he 
religioasly preserved* Let us follow the princi- 
ple upon which the representation of the two 
countries was proportioned at the union; and 
when we increase the numher of representatives 
for the English counties^ let the shires of Scot- 
land be allowed an equal privilege. On these 
terms^ and while the proportion limited by the 
onicm is preserved by the two nations, I apprehend 
that no man^ who is a friend to either^ will object 
to an alteration^ so necessary for the security of 
both, I do not speak of the authority of the le- 
gislature to carry such a measure into e&ct^ be- 
cause I imagine no man will dispute it. But I 
would not wish the legislature to interpose by an 
exertion of its power alone^ without the cheerful 
concurrence of all parties. My object is the hap- 
piness and security of the two nations, and I 
would not wish to obtain it without their mutual 
consent. 

' My lords, besides my warm approbation of 
the motion made by the noble lord, I have a na- 
tural and personal pleasure in rising up to second 
it. I consider my seconding his lordship's mo- 
tion, and I would wish it to be considered by 
others, as a public demonstration of that cordial 
union, which, I am happy to affirm^ subsists be- 
tween us — of my attachment to those principles 
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which he has so well defended^ aQ4 ^ ^7 i^pcct 
for his person. There has heen a time, my lords> 
when those who wished well to neither of as, who 
wished to see us separated for ever, found a suf- 
ficient gratifici^tion for their malignity against us 
both. But that time is happily at an end. Tb^ 
friends of this country will, I doubt not, h^^ 
with pleasure, that the noble lord aqd his frieq^a 
are now united with me and mine, upon a pritv 
ciple which^ I trust, will make our union indis- 
soluble. It is not to possess or divide the emo* 
luments of government ; but, if possible, to save 
the state. Upon this ground we met — ^upon this 
ground we stand firm and inseparable. No mi« 
nisterial artifices, no private offers, no secret se- 
duction can divide us. United as we are, we can 
set the profoundest policy of the present ministry, 
their grand, their only arcanum of government, 
their dhide et impera, at defiance. 

* I hope an early day will be agreed to for con- 
sidering the state of the nation. My infirmities 
must fall heavily upon me indeed, if I do not at- 
*tend my duty that day. When I consider my 
age, and unhappy state of health, I feel how little 
I am personally interested in the event of any 
political question : but I look forward to others, 
and am determined, as far as my poor ability ex- 
tends, to convey to those who come after me, the 
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' biessings whidi I cannot long hope to enjoy my- 

' wir 

^' The Hoose agreed to fixing the twenty-foorth 
day of Jannary, for taking into consideration the 
«tate of the nation. But at that time there being 
no Lord Chancellor^ the motion was adjourned to 
€be second of February. On the twenty-ninth of 
January, four days previous to the next debate, die 
Duke of Grafton resigned*.** 

* Almoii't AaeodoCei of Loid Chathan, iL p. t33. 
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CHAPTER XVII. 

A PRESUMPTION favonrable to the main hypo- 
thesis of this inyestigatioh is raised^ and ought to 
have weighty from the saccessfnl issue of that part 
of our inquiry which relates to the author of the 
preceding speeches. — ^None but internal evidence 
led to the conclusion that Sir Philip Francis 
reported them^ yet we have seen that by compe- 
tent authority that judgment has been pronounced 
correct. Now, what has taken place in the one 
mstance we may fairly infer would ensne in the 
other^ provided the requisite authority conld be as 
freely appealed to, and with the same chance of 
getting an impartial and decided answer. — But 
disregarding the connection of Sir Philip Fran- 
cis with the preceding speeches, let us now con- 
sider whether they contain sufficient evidence for 
determining them to be the composition of Juni- 
us. To decide this question satisfactorily we must 
lay aside the feelings of an advocate, and view it 
with the strictest justice. 

Tliat Junius took great interest in the debates 
at diis period^ is preyed by his Letters to Wood- 
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fall. Whatever might be his personal views, it is 
very certain that they depended upon a change of 
ministers, and at this time he had the greatest 
reason to hope that some alteration would be ef- 
fected. Nor was that expectation altogether dis- 
appointed, though his private views were frustrat- 
ed. In consequence of the great exertions of Lord 
Chatham at the opening of Parliament, the mi- 
nistry were thrown into confusion. The secession 
of Lord Camden from the chancellorship attended 
his first speech, and the resignation of the Duke of 
Grafton followed his second. As these were im- 
portant events to Junius, so the means by which 
they were brought about must have been re^rded 
by him with particular interest. But he leaves no 
doubt of this, for on December 12, 1769, one 
month before the opening of Parliament, he tells 
Woodiall, " I am now meditating a capital and I 
hope Rjinal piece; — you shall hear of it shortly." 
Then follows his famous Letter to the King, in 
which the dissolution of Parliament and a change 
of administmtion are urged with all the ability of 
which the writer was capable. He might justly 
deem it a " capitaF piece, and hope it would be 
" final," that is, effective of the removal of minis^ 
ters, and of the elevation of his own firiends ; in 
contemplation of which, he promises Woodfall in 
his next Letter, dated December 26, 1769- " If 
things take the turn I expect, you shall knawjff^ ^ 
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vy worksr la January came the speeches of Liord 
Chatham, following np the blows of Junius 
with an effect that must have been highly gratify* 
ing to him^ though the turn which he desired di^ 
not take, place. Lord North became minister in 
the place of the Dnke of Grafton^ and the great 
i^eal was put in commission, Junius and Lord 
Chatham stilly however^ fought under the same 
banner : and when the remonstrance of the city of 
London was presented, the former supported it by 
a Letter, which he told Woodfall to gire notice of 
by the extraordinary method of " dispersing a few 
hand-bills ;** so earnest was he in bringing on that 
change before specified : adding, ^^ Pray do what^ 
ever you think will answer this purpose best, for 
now is the crisisr And on the following day, hav« 
ing heard that Lord Chatham intended suppoit^ 
ing the Westminster remonstrance, he writes in 
the flush of hope, '^ I have no doubt that we shaU 
conquer them at lastr Alluding to these speeches 
he sap in a private Letter to Wilkes, " Chatham 
has gallantly thrown away the scabbard^ and neroer 
Jlinched. From that moment I began to like him^r 
Identified thus in one object with Lord Chatham, 
we have, primA facUy every reason to think that 
Junius took such interest in the debates of the 
dth and 2Sd of January^ 1770, as would lead him 
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(if ever) to be present on those evenings; and 
if be took notes at any time^ that it wonld be on 
those occasions. Let ns see then, since he was in 
the habit of doing both, whether the speeches in 
question, from internal evidence, might not fairly 
be conclnded to have come from him. We need 
not go fkr ; the first parallel (p. 267) shews that 
he was present, and took notes at that debate. 
The sentiments and expressions of JuKiu^, for the 
space of ten lines, were borrowed from what now 
appears to have been Lord Ch a Thames speech, and 
this without any acknowledgment, though the pas- 
sage in the Letter was written nearly two years 
after the speech was made. The wor^ are not 
exactly the same, bnt they are a» near as the notes, 
from which we suppose them to be taken^ wosld 
render necessary ; they are as near aa any man 
writing at two distant periods, fi^m the same notes^ 
would be likely to make them ; — they convey the 
9ame thoughts in the same ardef% with the fiddity of 
a literal translation. Now in what way is this to 
be accounted for? There was no report i»inted 
from which the passage could have been quoted, 
nor wonld the plagiary have passed without obser* 
vation if the original had been known. The infer- 
ence is unavoidable, that he who wrote the Lettera 
was likewise the Reporter of the Speech. 

Many other passages from the same speech 
lead to the condusion^ thal^ Junius had it in his 
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memory wbeot he wrote at a sul^seqaeiit period: 
bat let us proceed to the second debate^ aad see 
whether in that also the internal evidence is such 
as we have met with in the former. In the first 
place, Junius seems to have borrowed from this 
speech those remarkable metaphors, the political 
Bible (p. 327), and the feather that adorns tie 
rojfd birdf &c. (p* 33S) ; to have taken them he 
m9st have heard the debate, for they are not else- 
where in print. Secondly, in a jnrvate Letter to 
Wilkes, he speaks of cutting away the ratten 
boroughsy in the figurative langnage of the speech, 
and with the same donbts as to the policy of the 
act. Thirdly, he not only alludes to the proposal 
of Lord Chatham to increase the knights of 
shires, but be quotes a passage from the speech 
before us, in so very nearly the same words, that 
we know not how to account for it, unless by die 
supposition that he was himself the reporter. 
Under that idea the coincidence explains itself; 
though when it is considered that notes only were 
taken of the speech, it may appear surprising that 
the two passages, when fully expressed, should 
bear so close a resemblance to each other. But it 
is probable that the speech, though not published 
tiU twenty years after, was composed while the 
original was fresh in the writer s memory, which 
has caused it to be so intermingled with the 
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thoughts and expressions of Junius. For, if 
viewed as the production of another roind^ it is 
equally unaccountable how much the Speech in 
return owes to the Letters. Lord Chatham 
borrows an illustration from the latter, (p. 269) 
with the same freedom that Junius quotes his 
lordship : and there is an equal departure from li- 
teral precision in both eases, — a proof that the 
thoughts at first all emanated from the same mind, 
and were the property of one writer, whatever 
names he might assume. Lastly, the style through- 
out bears marks of the composition of Junius. 
It is not Lord Chatham who says ^^ the kingdmpi 
is inafiamt (p. 308), but Junius ; for he twice 
makes use of the same phrase himself, as early as 
the year 1768, and he puts it also in the mouth of 
Lord Mansfield, and the Marquis of Rocking- 
ham. As little reason is there to think that 
" the simplicity of common sensed " a false facty* 
•' power without right ^ " sUken barons^ " upon oc- 
casion of^ and many other peculiar phrases, are 
the words of Lord Chatham, the Marquis of 
Rockingham, or the Duke of Grafton, for they 
are all found in Junius, according to our previous 
extracts. 

Now, as the same examples of style which be- 
tray these speeches to be the composition of Junius, 
are also conspicuous peculiarities in the writings (^ 
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Sir Philip Francis, — and as he is certainly 
proved to be the author of these speeches, so by them, 
and independently of all other evidence, is he 

IDENTIFIED WITH JUNIUS*. 

A comparison of the above speeches of Lord 
Chatham with those reported by Boyd, leads to 
the same conclusion. Boyd, as the professed imi* 
tator of the style of Junius, and a voluntary can* 
didate for his fame, may be expected to write more 
in his styk than any nian except the real Junius^ 
The two speeches of Lord Chatham which Boyd 
reported, may be seen in the Anecdotes of Lord 
Chatham*^-, and in the Parliamentary History 
for 1775 and 1777: " and it has been affirmed by 
several persons who heard the noble lord on both 
days, that they contain very strong and pecnliiur 
marks of accuracy T so, at least, says Almon, who 
was the principal supporter of Boyd*s pretensions 
to be Junius. Here then is a plain and practical 
test, by which we may try whether Sir PniiiP 

* Might not Juvius allude to these speeches in the following 
passage? (Letter to Home, August 13, 17n.) *' If he [Lord Chat- 
ham] judges of what is, truly honourable for himself^ with the same 
superior genius which .animates and directs him to eloquence m debUe, 
to wisdom in decision, even the pen of Junius shall contribute to re- 
ward him. Recorded honours shall gather round his monument 
and thicken over him.*' This promise has not been kept except in 
these recorded honours ; and obseive, they were not promised till his 
death, therefore they must have been somewhat of this description. 

* Vol. il. pp. ftbO and 296. 
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Francis has t better title, tluin eyery other per- 
9osk, to the anthorship of the Letters. Now could 
any one produce from Boyd*8 Reports even half 
the instances of resemblance in style which have 
been pointed out in the Reports by Sir Philip 
FaAKCiSi I would allow that the great question is 
not yet decided. But in Boyd*s Reports there is 
no more likeness to Junius^ than may be met with 
in tbe works of almost any modem author. It is 
astonishing that he should exhibit so little of the 
phraseology of Junius, when treating of subjects 
which more particularly demand the characteristiGS 
of his style.— On the other hand, the language of 
Junius may be traced in every line of the Reports 
of Sir Philip Francis: it is visible, to those ac- 
quainted with it, in numberless instances not men- 
tioned in the parallels. The result, therefore, is 
equally satisfactory with our former statement. 
Like other bafBed suitors, Mr. Boyd is found to 
be unequal to his task; while Sir Philip, with- 
out any pretence or parade^ no sooner ^^ draws tbe 
mighty bow** than he reveals himself; — . 

" The whizzing arrow vanished from the string. 
Sung on direct, and threaded every ring*' 

Let us now consider what support this conclu- 
sion may derive from other circumstances. 

I. There is a perfect conformity in tbe general 
character of Junius and Sir Philip as authors. 
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Both of them disdain the ^' slaw methods of indaC'- 
tiony and lighten rather than reason"" on their snb- 
ject. The language of both " isjigurative and tx^ 
pressive in perfection.** And for " harmony' of 
style^ it is impossible to say which of them is 
most highly commended. There is indeed an ex- 
traordinary consent in the description which has 
been thas given, by two different critics, of the 
style of these apparently different writers. 

• 

II. Both Junius and Sir Philip Francis 
shew an equal partiality for certain phrases or 
forms of expression, scarcely to be met with else* 
where in a single instance, and collectively with- 
out parallel in any other writer : as, " sofarforth,^ 
" the laws of his side,"" " ray of understanding^* 
" colour of truth,** " the voice of truth and reason,** 
*' can any man in his senses affirm,*" " in the name of 
** God and common sensed " Abraliam, what say 
** you^ " little 3 per cents^ " silken barons^ *^ power 
" without right ^ '^ false fact^ ** the game is upP 
*^ halloo of government, &c. Sec.** 

III. Both employ similar metaphorical Ian* 
guage of an unusual kind, — sometimes whole sen- 
tences are given word for word the same, — and in 
an uncommon case of personification, (p. 251) 
Sir Philip addresses a long paragraph to the 
House of Commons in the very strain of Junius*s 
Letter to the King. 

IV. Both express the same opinions, cautions, 

A A 
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ma^iois, an4 rules of conduct, in nearly the same 
words. Both adopt the as^nie quotations, in three 
instances. And Sir Philip twice introduces^ 
in one of his speeches^ a maxim which Junius 
Jsad extracted an4 translated from the writings of 
De Lolme. 

V. The leading political views of Sir Philif 
Francis are shewn to be those of Junius, by the 
Essay on the Regency. Both were independent of 
every regular party *. They thought exactly alike 
on the great question of taxing America, differing 
from Lord Chatham, as well as fropi the minis* 
ters who pressed that measure. Both were the 
friends of Parliamentary reform, — denouncing a^^ 
nual and proposing triennial returns ; but equally 
averse to the disfranchisement of rotten bo- 
roughs, to granting large towns the privilege of 
being represented, and to any other innovations 
on the established system. Both encouraged con- 
stitutional clubs; and the. one instituted by Sir 
Philip Francis had its denomination antece^ 
dently in the Letters of Junius. 

* JuMips said, that he was " disowned as a dangerous auxilU 
^ry by every party in the kingdom." Equally unfettered in opioioii, 
Sk P. Fravcis^ in 1784« having occasion to differ from Mr. Fox, 
observed, " I am not z parly man in this w any other ^eslian: I have 
not the honour of living on any habits of acquaintance with the ri^ht 
honourable gejitleman, nor do I believe that ever I spoke fifty 
words to him above once in my life." — Speeok, My 1, 1734.— r 
And when Mr. Fox came into power, he certainly shewed by hia 
neglect of Sir Philip, that no political ties existed between hia 
party and the latter* 






.1 »r 
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VL Without being duly educated for the 
har^ each had a considerable knowledge of the 
law; each entertamed a hostile feeling towards 
those lawyers, whether Lord Chief Justice, or 
Lord Chancellor, who suffered their minds to be 
swayed by the illiberal maxims and practices of 
their profession ; and each thought that few law« 
yars could be found who were above such influ* 
eoce. Both were profoundly intimate with the 
theory and practice of the constitution, and though 
scarcely any two persons think alike on this wide- 
ly branching subject, yet those before us take the 
same view, from first principles to their remotest 
consequences. 

VII- Sir P. Francis was peculiarly qualified 
for writing the Letters of Junius. He had access 
to the best sources for political instruction: and 
be tells us how early he began to turn every thing 
that passed before him, or was recorded in history, 
some way or other to his own account. Like 
Junius, he acquired extensive classical know- 
ledge without attending any English university; 
and his having been bom and partly brought up 
in Ireland, accords with the general suspicion that 
Junius was a native of that country. 

VIII. Both were of ardent and irritable dis- 
positions, subject to the esctremes of zeal and in* 
difference, enthusiasm and despondency. In the 
disorder and embarrassment with which Sir Philip 

AA 2 
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spoke in Parliament, may be traced one cause wby 
the flow of his eloquence did not discover him 
to be Junius ; and another may be found in thai 
habit of compression and selection which he colti* 
rated in writing, which made composition such a 
labour to Junius, and which impeded, it is said, 
the pen of Sir Philip, in drawing up his Indian 
minutes. — In external appearance Sir Philip re- 
sembles the tall gentleman who was seen to con- 
vey a letter from Junius* His portrait is cha- 
racteristic of the author. And adequate cause is 
found, io the undoubted gaiety and gallantry of 
Junius, for concluding that his years did not ex- 
ceed those of Sir Philip. * 

IX. That Junius had a perscmal regard for 
tVoodfaU has beeh noticed by others; and it now 
appears that Sir Philip entertained a similar re- 
gard, founded on an acquaintance formed wheti 
they were boys. They were together at the same 
school ; with the difference of one year only be- 
tween tjjeir ages. Wlien WoodfeU declined print- 
ing what Junius had sent him, the latter then for- 
warded it to Almon for publication; and Alman 
was also assisted, in a similar way, by the commur 
nications of Sir Philip Francis. 

X. Though neither Junius nor Sir Philip 
Francis were at that time members of parlia- 
ment, yet they attended the debates in both 
bouses ; both were in the House of Lords at the 
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same time^ on two particular occasions; both 
were accustomed to take notes and report speeches^ 
especially those of Lord Chatham ; and two of the 
latter by Sir Philip^ and one of Burke's by Juni- 
us, were sent in a perfect state to Almon for pub- 
lication. Junius makes reference in his Private 
Letters to portions of Lord Chatham's speechep 
then unpublished, though afterwards reported by 
Sir P. Francis ; and the latter to this day some- 
times quotes from other speeches of the same 
nobleman^ of which there exists at present no 
printed record*. 

XI. Junius seems to have been personally 
knovm to Gar rick, who was the intimate friend of 
Dr. Francis, and therefore acquainted with Sir 
Philip. Junius ^^ desigmMy spared"^ Lord Holr- 
land and his family, for some very cogent reasons ; 
and to that nobleman Sir Philip and his father 



* See the Letter MiMive to Lord HoUand, where the fbtiowing 
passage occurs : '* In the sonorous language of Lord Chatham, 

' Whose voice divine still vibrates on my ear, ' 

fo dudn Briiam, Uke Pnmetheu$, to a rock, while a vulture, by teille^ 
tnerU wUkoui wmgs, gnawed her to the heart, and devoured her vUals** 

If Sir Philip is in possession of any reports of Lord Ghatham's 
speeches not yet in prints it is to be hoped that he vrvW not withhold 
them much longer from the world. Perhaps he may be able to 
supply the debates on the Sth, and 13th of February, 1771, respect- 
ing Falkland Island, which Junius was so desirous to hear, (see p. 
128,) and of which, Almon says, it is not known that any notes were 
taken. 
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were under the strongest obligations. Under the 
administration of Mr. GrawiUe, Sir Philip was 
appointed to the War-office ; with that statesman 
he most nearly concnrred in all political opinions ; 
and Mr. Grenville was above all men the declared 
favonrite of Junius. Sir Philip describes Lord 
Chatham as a ^^ gr^t^ iUustnons, Jauky hmnan 
being ;** and Junius speaks of him with the same 
guaUfied admiration. 

XII. Junius avows his acquaintance with the 
{Secretary of State*s office^ mentions a circumstance 
which occurred when Lord Egremont was secr&- 
tary, and speaks of him as if he knew him tho* 
roughly. Sir Philip was brought up in the same 
office^ possessed the favour of the same nobleman, 
and held a place under him at the time that cir- 
cumstance happened. And^ generally speaking, 
his opportunities of acquiring information, irom 
his connection with the public offices^ were such 
as folly account for the extraordinary nature, tx^ 
tent, and variety of the intelligence possessed by 
Junius*. 

* A very sensible^ dispassionate Letter respecting Jonius, in- 
serted in the Anti-Jacobin Review for 1709> contains the substance 
of a conversation which passed between the writer and Wilkes, after 
examining the Letters which the latter had [received from Junius. 
Among other remarks, it is observed that '' the Letters, generally, if 
not always, were sent in an envelope, (which was then by no means 
so general as it now is,) and in the folding up and the direction of the 
Letter, we thought we eould see marks qfthe writer's habit qffoldmg 
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XIII. From the mitiute military observations 
introduced in the controrersy with Sir William 
Draper^ from the narrative of General Gansers 
rescae in sight of the Horse Guards^ from the 
notice of Colonel Bnrgoyne*s appointment to the 
government of Fort St. George immediately after it 
took place, and from the premature annoancement 
of that of Colonel Lnttrell to be adjatant-general 
in Ireland, (Junius, ii. 156,) it has been long 
suspected that Junius was in some degree con- 
nected with the Horse Guards. But the Private 
and Miscellaneous Letters lately published^ place 
it beyond a doubt. The War- office is the scene of 
several dramatic representations ; and there is such 
precision in the secret intelligence from that quar- 
ter, conveyed to Woodfall or to the public, as oc- 
curs in no other department of the state, and could 
not be acquired from this, except by one who had 
access to the fountain head for information. The 
familiar manner in which Junius speaks of Chai- 
mier, Bradshaw, Whateley, Lord Barrington, and 
such others as the chief clerk in the War-office 
must have been well acquainted with, connects hitii 
still more closely with Sir P. Francis. 

and dareding official letters'' They also determined " that he had 
IWed with military men, from the propriety qfhis language on military 
mbfects" This last opinion agrees with that of Malone, who argfiet 
that Hamilton cotild not be the author^ as ** he had none of thlit 
mkttUe and eommissarial knowledge t^ petty miliary niallen which Is 
displayed in some of the earlier papers of Juvius.** 
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XrV. From the commencement to the termi^ 
nation of the Letters of Junius, Sir PhIlip Fran- 
cis held a situation in the War-office, requiring 
almost constant attendance. When he quitted that 
office, and went abroad, in 1779, the Letters 
ceased ; and when he returned to England at the 
beginning of 1773, a note, finally closing the cor- 
respondence, was transmitted to Woodfall*. From 
that time till 1781, Sir Philip was engaged in the 
government of India. 

XV. Sir P. Francis lost his situation at the 
War-office in consequence of a quarrel with Lord 
Barrington, against whom Junius at the same 
time expressed the most violent animosity. Cka- 
Tttier was the successful rival of Sir Philip, and 
he is every where treated by Junius with unspar- 
ing severity. The transactions of the War-office 
are detailed with the accuracy of an eye-witness ; 
but for greater security under the name of Veteran; 
and the printer is cautioned not to let it be known 
that these letters came from Junius. 

Lastly. Junius is brought into close contact 
with Sir P. Frances by writing, under the signa* 
ture of Vetkean, most vehemently in his favour; 

*It is probable that Jukius was^oot of the kingdom all this 
tune, because the Tellum-bound ccfpy which he ordered^ he tells 
Woodfelly on May 9, If 78, he was ^' m no mmner t^htrryfor,** nor 
does i$ appeaf thai he had -aa oppoittxsmtj of receiving it till Mbid^ 
IT73. 
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by mentioning his name in terms of unqualified op* 
probation ; and by altogether retiring froin the pub^ 
lie service when Sir Philip left the War-office*. 

The author of the Preliminary Essay, after 
analysing the whole of the Letters with a view to 
ascertain the characteristics of Junius, comes to 
this conclusion: that he was '^ an Englishman of 
highly cultivated education^ deeply versed in the 
language, the laws, the constitution, and history of 
his native country ; that he was a man of easy, if 
Bot of affluent circumstances, of unsullied honour 
and generosity, who had it equally in his heart and 
in his power to contribute to the necessities qf 
other persons, and especially of those who wera 
exposed to troubles of any kind on his own ac- 



* While this edition was passing thioogh the press, it was 
gested to me that those, who have not read the private Notes of Ja« 
Kins to Woodfally might perhaps have a doubt whether the Letters in 
the name of Vbterait were actually written by Juvius. For their 
•atis&ction, the following Note and comment are inserted. *' January 
S5, 1772. Having nothing better to do, I propose to entertain my- 
self and the public, with torturing that •••••••••••• Harrington. 

He has just a|^inted a French broker his deputy, for no reason but 
his relation to Bradsliaw. I hear from all quarters, that it is looked 
upon as a most impudent insult to the army. Be careful not to hare 
it known to come from me. Such an insignificant creature is not 
worth the generous rage of Junius. I am impatient for the book."* 
«' The JmUt wfikh aceompanUd this noie,** says the Editor, ** k aim- 
lered cv. in iki Miicelkneout Collection, and the signature ^ Jovivs 
wOilfefaand exchanged fur /Aa^e^VETBRAV."— It is given at lai^ in 
page 77 of the present rolume. 
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connt : that he was in habits of coilfidential inter- 
coarse^ if not with different members of the cabi* 
net, with politicians who were most intimately 
familiar with the conrt^ and entnisted with all its 
secrets : that he had attained an age which would 
allow him, without vanity, to boast of an ample 
knowledge and ex|>erience of the world: that 
during the years 1767, 1768, 1769, 1770, 1771, 
and part of 1772, he resided almost constantly iti 
London or its vicinity, devoting a very large por- 
tion of his time to political concerns, and publish- 
ing his political lucubrations, under diflerent sig^ 
natures, in the Public Advertiser ; that, in his na^ 
tural temper, he was quick, irritable, and impetu- 
ous ; subject to political prejudices, and strong 
personal animosities, but possessed of a high inde- 
pendent spirit ; honestly attached to the principles 
of the constitntion, and fearless and indefatigable 
in maintaining them; that he was strict in his 
moral coiidiict, and in his attention to public de- 
corum ; an avowed member of the established 
cliurcl. ; and though acquainted with English ju- 
dicature, not a lawyer by profession. 

" Wlnit other characteristics he may have pos- 
ccftscd wc know not ; but these are sufficient ; and 
the claimant who cannot produce them conjointly, 
is in vain brous^ht forwards as the author of the 
Letters of Ju ni-us ♦ * 

* JuviuB^ i. gg. 
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The reader need scarcely be told, that this test, 
though it has proved fetal to every other conjec- 
ture, tallies with our present case, point for point. 
Nor does Sir P. Francis possess only the gene- 
ral air of resemblance here stated to be siifficient^ 
he also answers in every finer lineament to the 
character of Junius, — With the ability, and the 
opportunity, he had the inducement to write the 
Letters. He is proved to have possessed the consti- 
tutional principles, political opinions, and personal 
views of the author. His public attachments and 
animosities were the same. He had the same pri- 
vate friends, acquaintances, and opponents. In 
the country of his birth, in the mode of his educa- 
tion, in his opportunities of political instruction^ 
early initiation into state afiairs, and inclination to 
profit by his advantages ; — in having access to the 
first sources of information respecting the king, 
the court, the cabinet, and every department under 
government, with which Junius seems familiar, 
the resemblance is most strikingly preserved. It 
is heightened by his having the same disposition, 
hopes and fears, habits, pursuits, and even personal 
appearance. In attending Parliament without 
being a member, — ^in the practice of taking notes 
and reporting speeches,— in hearing the same de- 
bates, and quoting the same speeches, even at the 
time they were unpublished, — ^in writing anony- 
mously,--4md in employing^ throughout all his 
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works, similar phrases, metaphors, sentiments, illns* 
Isratioos, maxims, quotations, and trains of thought, 
the identity is still farther apparent. But in his 
connection with the War-office, in that excessive 
zeal and evidently personal feeling with* which his 
own interests are maintained and his name is men- 
tioned, — in the critical period of his retiring from 
the public service, — ^in the duration of his absence 
from England,— and in the time of his return, with 
bis consequent departure for India, we meet with 
proofd which inevitably shew that he is Junius. 
But if the facts, separately taken, are so decisive, 
what must be the effect of them collectively ? The 
addition of every fresh circumstance of similitude 
increases, not numerically, but in a geometrical 
ratio, the force of all that have preceded it. Or we 
may consider the matter in another sense, and the 
result will be the same : it has been tried to assi- 
milate the character of Junius with that of other 
writers ; but the successive application of each of 
the characteristics laid down in the quotation 
from the Preliminary Essay, diminishes at every 
step the number of those writers who were previ- 
ously not excluded, so that at last we find not one, 
besides Sir Philip Francis, who is able to stand 
that test : now if we still pursue the same practice 
in regard to him, with each additional particular 
disclosed in the Letters, and wholly included in our 
smnmary, yet after all find it impossible to jnto* 
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duce ^he slightest appearance of disunion ^tween 
bim and Junius, we must be convinced that the 
two characters are essentially, and in fact the same, 

Junius certainly hit the mark, tbongh perhaps 
without intending it, when he told Woodfall, 

^^ You SHALL KNOW ME BY MY WORKS.* It is 

by these alone that he is now revealed : no secrecy 

has been violated — no sanctuary invaded. Ihe 

• 

diyecti membra of our discovery lay scattered in 
various places, but all in public view; and the 
writer of this work has only collected them to* 
gether, which any other person might have done. 
He knows Sir Philip Francis solely as a public 
man ; and was even unacquainted with bis hand-- 
writing till this work was in the press. Since then 
he has* seen it, and he can assure the reader that it 
resembles in every respect the hand-writing of 
Junius. The characters have the saiQe peculiar 
i^hapes, and a general likeness is visible at first 
sight, in spite c^the disguise. In the construction 
of the private notes there is a singular degree of 
uniformity : they usually begin without the cere- 
mony of an address, though written in the first 
person, and conclude without signature, as in the 
notes to Woodfall ; but where the signature is ad- 
ded, it generally consists of the initials P. F. with 
a strong dash of the pen above and below, exactly 
like the signature C. in the fac similes of Junius. 
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—These particulars are mentioned^ lest it should 
be thought that the hand-writing is dissimilar, and 
that for this reason a specimeu ia not given* 
From the importance attached to evidence of that 
kind^ it cannot be supposed that pains were not 
taken to obtain it, but no piece of writing of suflli* 
cient length, and early enough in point of time, 
could easily be met with. This notice may per* 
haps draw from some friendly quarter the proper 
documents. For these, however, the writer is the 
'less anxious, becanse he waji not guided in his own 
inquiry by any such assistance. He considered 
the subject as a question of history , affording a fair 
jkUL for literary investigation ; and if he has not 
made good his cause in an honourable manner by 
the aid of books alone, he will be contented to lose it. 
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" Unless the whole series of things which may be alleged in this argiunentr 
«|id every pftillciilar thing in it, can Rasombiy be supposed so bsre been by 
acpdcntfthen b the truth of it proved." — Buhap Builer, 



The Identity of Junius with Sir Philip Fra ncis, 
has been so well established, in the estimation of 
many who are the best qualified to decide, that we 
shall no longer consider it a question of fact, bat 
of degree : — Was Sir Philip the only person con- 
eemed in the production of the Letters? — It is 
proved that the sentiments and style are his : they 
pervade every letter to such an extent, as to make 
it visible that at least some part of it was derived 
from him ; and since, in none of the genuine letters^ 
are there any peculiarities either of thought or ex- 
pression, but such as may be found in his acknow- 
ledged productions, we are bound to believe that 
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he alone was engaged in their composition*. 
Assistance therefore, if he received any, nrast have 
been given him in the mechanical part, — ^in trans* 
cribhfgf or in conveying the Letters. 

The latter of these is an office of so little mo* 
ment that singly it is not worth speaking abont ; 
though it may be remarked, that if the author did 
not employ the pen of another, he wonld most likely 
nndert^e it himself. By means of chairmen and 
ticket-porters^ the danger of discovery was eluded, 
so that to extricate himself from this trifling risk, 
it is not probable that Junius wonld encounter 
the much greater one of confiding his secret to 
another person. When, therefore, he writes to 
Woodfali that " the gentleman who transacts the 
conveyancing department of our correspondence 
tells me there was much difficulty last nightf,* he 
most probably uses the phrase with reference to 
himself in the capacity of messenger ; — or, what 
amounts to the same thing, he applies the term 
with an excess of courtesy, and perhaps by way of 
blind, to the porter or chairman whom he happen^ 
ed to employ. The truth however is told at the 
commencement of the correspondence. In his 
fifth private letter to Woodfidl (July 21, 1769.) 

* We have formerly stated oar opialon that Junius occasionallj 
interspersed throaghout his Letters, inazims, phrases, and figurei^ 
thrown out by Lord Chatham and oCb«n, ttivA voce. The circai» 
stance, if true, by no means a£fecu the preatnt conclusioii* 

t Junius, Private Letter, No. &1. 
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•he says, " WhencTer you have any thing to com- 
manicate to me, let the hkit be thns, Cat the usual 
place ; and sd direct to Mr. John Fretly, at the 
same coffee-house, where it is absolutely impossible 
I should be known* i"^ that is himself personally, for 
Fretly was a feigned name, which no one could 
knowf-. At firsts according to this, he called for 
the letters himself^ and when the increased danger 
compelled him to make use of a porter or a chaiiv 
man, he was even then liable to be seen. " Your 
letter was twice refused last nigbt, and the waiter 
as often attempted to see the pers9n who sent for 
it :'* he Was Waiting, it appears, for the return of 
the man who made the inquiry for him, and who 
was a common servstot, for the waiters curiosity 
was not satisfied by seeing him. — ^The obligation 
imposed on him to send such people as these to the 
coffee-houses, for at that time he dared not appear 
himself^ accounts for a curious observation in one 
of his letters to Woodfall, ^* I think you should 
give money to the waiters at that place, to make 
them more attentive:|;,*' The advocate for De Lolme 

• Junius, i. ♦174. 

t It was obioltUely impossible that JuKius should be known at 
the New Exchange coffee-house in the Strand, or at any other 
coffee-house *' west of Temple Bar." (Vide Sfivate Letter, No. 64i) 
How unfriendly this circnmstance is to the supposition that any 
pubSc character was the author> is tooobriofus to escape the eonsidera- 
tion of the reader. 

X JvviVB, i. *S27« 

B B 
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considers this hint a proof of the writers poverty I 
But the cause is clear : Jv nius could not be certain 
that the money, if he were to give it, would reach 
the hands of the waiters ; and if it did, an incon- 
venient sort of suspicion would be excited in their 
minds, as well as in that of the carrier. To apply 
to Woodfell 6n the subject was the only rational 
step that could be taken. We suspected, before, 
that Junius was his own messenger: and how 
closely the description of that messenger, when he 
Was seen, agrees with the personal appearance of 
Sir Philip Francis, has been stated in page 167 
of this tolume^ 

Hie only si^ay left then in which Junius could 
receive assistance would be in having his Letters 
'copied for the use of the printer : for whether they 
"were taken down from dictation or not, of this we 
may be sure, that if he employed an amanuensis 
at all, it would be in transcribing for the press, that 
his own hand-writing might not be seen by any 
other eye. As he did not trust to another the con- 
veyance of his letters, the presumption is against 
his having had this kind of aid. It is strengthened 
by the evident disguise of tbe hand,, a disguise 
which increased whenever the writer was most 
afraid of being discovered. And it is confirmed by 
his declaration to Woodfall, *' I would avoid having 
this hand too commonly seen. Oblige me then so 
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tencti as td have it copied iii any handy anci sent by 
the penny post, that is^ if you dislike sending it in 
your own writing. / must be more cautious than 
ever*.** Had he employed an amanuensis^ he would 
liot have had ck^casion to trouble Woodfall to get 
the note copied : — 'nor in that case Would his dis^ 
CO very certainly have ensued from the exposure of 
the feigned hand-writing of another : it is evident^ 
therefore^ from the tenor of this note, as well as 
probable from other circumstances, that he wrote 
the Letters himself; and if he was at that time in 
to office under government, or had ever left tracetf 
of his hand-writing where it might be seen by 
ministers, or any other public men, he had ample 
i^ason, after all his care, to express his apprehen-^ 
sions in the way he did. — All this applies exactly 
to Sir Philip Frajn'Cis. Easy access to his writ- 
ing might be had at that tirne^ both in the War- 
office, and in the Secretary of State*s office^ Dur- 
ing the fourteen years that he was occupied in those 
departments, it must have met the eye of many 
persons, both in administi^tion and out of poweri 
Loitl Chatham knew it well, for Sir Philii? 
at one time acted as his secretaryi Lord Holland^ 
the Eaii of Egremont, the Earl of Kinnoul^ Mn 
Calcraft; to whom he had been in the habit of 
writing short notes, respecting the proceedings in 

* Jvvtui. i. *jido. 

B B j| 
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parliament, and many .othem^ were no strangen 
to it. To Lord Barrington the character was fa- 
miliar ; and the different clerks, Bradshaw, Chamier^ 
&c. might have recognized it in spite of the disgaise* 
If Garrick, therefore, from whose eyes Junius 
wished the original note to be concealedi was not 
himself acquainted with the hand-writing of Sir 
pHiLiPy (and it is probable that even he had seen 
it before,) yet the chance of his shewing it to those 
who possessed that knowledge which might lead 
to the detection of the writer, certainly justified 
these apprehensions on the part of Sir Philip 
Francis. 

If, therefore, the original Letters had been all 
destroyed, and we had nothing but the printed 
copies to guide us in determining whether the 
author wrote them with his own hand or not, we 
see that the affirmative might be maintained with 
good reason. Now, from this general view of the 
subject, let us turn to examine the hand<^writing of 
Sir P. FiiANCis and Junius in the annexed do- 
cuments; to see whether there is such a degree of 
similarity between the respective specimens, as 
would render it certain that, be the author who he 
may, the actual writer of the Letters was no other 
than Sir Philip. Observe, the hand-writing of 
the latter is not selected for comparison with that 
of Junius, on account of any suspected resemblance. 
It comes before us incidentally, not by choice ; and 
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might have been as nnlike as that of Bnrke^ Home 
Tooke^ Hamilton^ the Duke of Portknd, or any 
other person who has been .imagined to be Junius. 
Bnt though it is not selected for the sake of its 
resemblance, no advantage will be taken of that 
circumstance to ask any concession. If it does 
not of itself establish the point in question, witbr 
out requiring other proofs to be connected with it^ 
we will abandon our position^ not indeed alto- 
gether, for the previous evidence would remain 
undisturbed^ but certainly so far as concerns the 
indmduality ofper^n in the character of Junius. 

The first thing which strikes the eye in compar- 
ing the fac-similes together, is the general likeness 
which runs through them. The hand of JuNiijs 
is that of a good writer^ a neat penman, one who 
knows how to form his letters well ; and in this 
respect. Sir Philip Francis displays equal 
ability. It has been observed of him, that he pos- 
sessed so perfect a coinmand of his pen, that he 
could write every kind of hand ; and, therefore, it 
would be difficult to detect a likeness, and illogical 
to infer any thing from it if it should happen to 
exist. But though he had this variety in his power, 
he could nof help falling into a habit of forming 
his letters in a certain manner ; and with all his 
skill in adopting any particular style of writing, it 
would be utterly impossible for him to imitate th^t 
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which he had never seen : the objection therefore 
is qaite futile* — He might have been a looser a 
careless, an irregular, or a bad writer, and then we 
should have discarded the pretension at once ; but 
fu he is the reverse of all this, and as the leading 
character of his hand-writing bears a strong affi-? 
nity to that of Juxiys^ it is jight that we should 
proceed tp a more minute inspectioi^ ; first pre, 
mising, that allowance must be made for the dis- 
guise which Juxius affected, consisting chiefly in 
that degree pf uprightness which results from 
keeping the elbow far frpm the side^ afid the papef 
opposite the left hand. 

Many writers lift up the pen between each \eU 
ter, many more at the end of a word, but Junius 
and Sir Phix^ip write with such freedom as to con^ 
nect two, and sometimes three or fpur word^ tos 
gether. (Vide the {Specimens, No. iv, &c.) — ^And 
in forming each lei ter, they proceed exactly on one 
uniform principle, producing a series of minute 
cases of resemblance, utterly impossible to be found 
in the writings of two different persons. 

Even in those peculiarities which would seem 
to be introduced for the purpose of assisting the 
disguise, or removing farther off the appearance 
pf similitude, the assumed practice prevailed so 
Ipng that it became at last a habit, and the singu- 
larity lost its character. The small Greek « is an 
instance of this, Junius often uses it. Sir Pin lip 
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only now and then : see earnestly^ No. iji. — Tlje 
manner in which the little a is constructed^ by first 
making an e^ or rather au o, beginning at the bot- 
tom, — ^the curl of the letter e at the end of a word, 
— and the half large c at the beginning,^ — arS all of 
th^n examples of a principle 01; habit, which how- 
ever nncommon it may be, systematically prevails 
thronghont these different fac-similes. — When the 
same word occurs in both specimens, it often con? 
fiists of letters formed in every instance quite alike, 
— an .infallible demonstration of the same writer j 
•—Vide correct, Jir St ^ majfj have, ^» 

In their capital letters there is th^ nicest con» 
formity. Whether a small letter amplified is alone 
nsed, as in a, n^ q^—^ov %he proper capital only, as ia 
A A £, F, G, &c.— or both sorts, as ii» C> M, P, *S; 
1— their practice is uniform ; and it is scarcely posr 
sible to find one character frequently introduced by 
either, the parallel of which does not exist in the 
writings of the other. I speak it, of course, from 
the impression made on my mind by what I have 
seen in many specimens of their writings: not 
firom these only. — The same experience enables 
me to add, that their Jigures or mmerak ar^ in-f 
variably alike. 

In the application of capital letters io certain 
wordsy each appears to be governed by no positive 
rule, yet his practice is consistent with that of the 
qtfaer. Some people use them for every sqbstaqT 
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tive ; some for emphatic words only^ whether sub* 
stantives or otherwise ; and many omit them aU 
together, except at the beginning of sentence?, 
and for proper names. Junius and Sir P. Frax-? 
CIS prefix them to many, bat not to all sabstantives ; 
and beside these, to no other words except YbUf 
Yours and Yourself^ which are always written 
by both of them with a capital letter. The gene- 
ral rule may perhaps be a common one, but this 
single exception forms an instancy ' of most extra-, 
ordinary consent, 

Nothing affords greater sycope for diversity of 
practice, than the mode of punctuation. It is a 
common thing for writers to be ve^y careless in 
this matter; but Junius and Sir Philip are par- 
ticular in the nse of stops, pointing with mu 
nute accuracy even the most trifling notes. The 
principle on which this is done shews the closest 
conformity of plan. It may seem a trivial circum-r 
stance to some, but the introduction of the short 
stroke — or dash — between words as well as sen- 
tences, to the degree in which it is done by 
both of them, is characteristic of the writers. — 
With extraordinary uniformity, where imitation is 
out p/ the question, they each place a grave 
accenty more frequently than a round dot, over 
the small i. — ^They very seldom divide a xoord at 
the end of a line, preferring in the place of it 
to leave a great apace, which is often filled 
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vp yb an extended flourish of the pen, as is the 
case in law writings : but when a word iy^vided» 
the syllables are connected by a cohn rather than a 
hyphen, and the same mark is repeated, unnecessa- 
rily, at the beginning of the next line : — vide the 
first line in No. 10. of WoodfalFs fac-similes, and 
III. and VI. in the annexed engravings. — ^Ex}ually 
or more singnlar is the manner in which they 
sometimes form a note of interrogation, incorrectly, 
thongh exactly alike: vide No. vi. — For the in- 
verted commas, by which quotations are distinguish- 
ed, they each substitute two short straight strokes. 
Even in the long irregular curve of the parent he^ 
sis, the latter limb of which is thicker and less bent 
than its companion, they differ as much fix)m the 
accustomed figure as they agree in one peculiar to 
themselves: vide fac-similes, iv. and viri. 

The various forms of the <§•, none of which arc 
continued below the line ; and the final superior a 
at the end of the Sfc* ; are more than ordinary in- 
dications of the identity of the writers. — Our next 
trait is irresistible. A copy of one of Sir Philip 
Francis's pamphlets, with the author^ s corrections, 
having fallen into my possession, I observed, that 
whenever he blotted out any words or letters in the 
body of the page, he placed in the margin a Qreek 
^, with a long stroke before it. The proper and 
usual sign of deletion is like the Greek ^, being in 
fact a round shaped d with the top turned inward 
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through the body of the letter; and the long 
stroke shonld/oUow, not precede the sign^ in order 
to separate it from other correctioos which might 
occur in the same line. On examining afterwardp 
the copy of Junius, which the author hadrcoUed^ 
flfid which IS now in the hands of Mr. Woodfali^ 
there appeared precisely the same Greek ^ for dtle^ 
with the stroke again before it, in the same impror 
per mapner. And this double peculiarity is not 
occasional, but common^ throngbout the proo^ 
sheets of both authors* 

It is customary to distinguish a quotation from 
the rest of the page in two different ways : vis^ 
either by inclosing it between inverted commas, oi^ 
by underscoring the xoordi^ which, in printmgi is ex* 
pressed by the italic characters. Those who adop^ 
the one plan seldom follow the other; but Junius 
•od Sir Philip indiscriminately use botfa^ and it 
is difficult to say which obtains the prefei^ncej 
yet they do not apply both in cmtfunctiony which is 
sometimes done by other writei-s. —Still further tq 
declare their individual sameness, they are in the 
habit of referring to the books, whence extracts 
are taken, in a way that is very rarely witnessed. 
Authors commonly i^x the asterisk, or star at the 
0id of the quotaticm ; thus, withoiit interruption 
to the flow of the sentence, the eye of the reader 
IB carried down to the authority at the foot of the 
page t but Junius and Sir P. FeanciBi always in 
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iheit writings, place it at the beginning; and 
though a practice so repugnant to custom would 
pf course sometimes be altered by the printer, yet it 
Is generally adhered to in all their works, from tbs 
first edition of Junius*s Licttersi in 1772, and Sir 
Philip Francis's Letter to Lord North, in 1777| 
down to his latest productions. 

In whatever way it is possible to prove an al- 
legation of identity, we may trace it between tbt 
parties before us. It extends even to the. minutest 
shades of resemblance; and is fpund wherever 
^there is the slightest chance of diversity. In tbt 
Essay prefixed to the last edition of the Lettensr of 
Junius, it is noticed that the author gave the 
French form to the words masque and risque. Sir 
Philip does the same; and not only in these 
words is his mode of spelling conformable to that 
of Junius, but in eve)y other instance. Some of 
these are very curious.^ Thd is always written by 
both of them briefly, with the apostrophe; whenever 
it is printed in full it is contrary to the manuscript: 
vide the fac-similes of Junius, and the Jirst edition 
of the Letters ; also the various works of Sir 
Philip Frai^ cis.— Compleatli/y instead of com- 
pletely; 2;2hance, mgross, intire, inforce, inshre^ 
iiitrnst, and the like—for enhance, &c. ; to skulk, 
to skreen, are examples of a system of orthography 
uniformly acted on by both writers, however rarely 
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practised by others. — Fmiher occurs constantly in 
all their works : further never. — ^And in eoldeni 
tnisiakesj wherein they differ from all other people, 
they still agree with each other. Junius says in 
the manuscript from which our engrared fac-si- 
mile is taken, ^^ You shall endea%;or to restore an- 
nual parliaments :** and again, ^' I will endeat^ior 
(and if I live will assuredly attempt it) to convince 
the English nation." If it had not been seen in 
the original letter, this peculiarity would have re? 
mained unknown, for, being so glaringly impro- 
per, it was corrected by the printer in the first 
edition. The same cause has prevented it from 
very frequently appearing in the works of Sir 
Philip Francis ; but in the " Observations on 
Mr. Hastings's Narrative,** printed in 1786, we find 
at p. 15, ^^ the artifices imputed to him by which 
he is said to have endeavored to elude payment ;* 
at p. 20, " I endeavor to fulfil your orders ;** and 
at p. 58, " The odium of a vindictive sanguinary 
character which the narrative endeavor* to fix,* 
&c. The repetition of the error in all these cases 
proves that it was not accidental. — ; Again, Junius 
says to Lord Mansfield, ^^ I feel for human nature, 
when I see a man so gifted as you arc, descend to 
such vile pracri^e." Edition 1772, i. 130. Sir 
Philip Francis, on March 7, 1786, in moving 
an amendment to the India Bill of 1784, says, 
^^ Of the present Minister I am ready to admit^ 
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tliat so base a pmctise is not to be suspected T 
p. 63 : at p. 70» he mentions ^^ the prsLctise and the 
wisdom of England ever since parliaments had a 
being : and in his admirable speech on the Re- 
Tenne Charge, published in 17879 he speaks of '* a 
principle the most profligate, the most corrupt, 
the most dangerous, I will not say that ever was 
avowed, for no roaa ever avowed such a principle 
before, but that ever was admitted into the prac/ife 
of any government ;*" p. 108. In writings .so cor- 
rect as those of Junius, and with men so well 
educated as Sir P. Francis, these partial aberrar 
tions from the right road are the more singular : 
and for my own part, I think that they alone are 
sufficient to settle the controversy. 

No one acquainted with the private letters of 
Junius, inserted in the last edition, can fail to 
perceive their affinity with the two short notes. in 
our engraving, Nos. i v. and v. Look at their form, 
their size, their brevity ; their abrupt, unceremoni- 
ous beginning and ending, though written in the 
first person; their conversational style, and the 
shortness of the sentences. Compare them in all 
these particulars with the letters to Woodfall, and 
consider whether in fact they are not so like them, 
that there is some reason to suspect they were bor- 
rowed from that collection. Junius commences 
many of his notes like these, without any address 
^ the top, or compliment at the close, signing 
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opiy tbe letter C, and sometimes omitting ever! 
that Vide No. 10, 13, 14, 16, 20, 21, &c. He 
uses the same colloqnial language that we find in 
ibeBe notes: " Pray tell me whether George 
Onslow means to keep his word with yon about 
INTOsecnting. Yes or No will be snfRcient. Your 
Lycnrgns is a Mr. Kent, a young .man of good 
parta abont town. And so I wish yon a good night/ 
He also expresses himself very nearly in the words 
of Sir Philip, on occasions somewhat similar: 
^ Make yourself easy about me, I believe yon are an 
honest man, and I never am angry .'' To Wilkes : 
" I am overcome wi;th the slcroery of writing J* 

The signature terminates this train of coinci- 
dences with one as remarkable as any. Observe 
the marks which accompany the letter C, as it is 
signed by Junius, and the dash above and below 
the initials of Sir Philip Francis. The resem-< 
Uance cannot be more perfect. It propedy com- 
pletes the series, and is in every sense concln^ 
sive. 

It cannot be thought that any of these corre^ 
spondences are too unimportant to be mentioned^ 
In determining a question of personal identity, 
moles and other little marks are m6re attended to, 
than the more general, though larger, features of 
•imilitude. Nor can any one doubt his own com- 
petency to draw a positive condnsion from such 
premises. The agreement is too prominenti toa 
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definite, to be overlooked or resisted. I have only 
to add, that in the opinion of those who are ma^ 
conversant with such matters, and whose evidence 
^onld be esteemed decisive in a conrt of law, the 
hand-writing of one short note No. iv. compared 
^ith the extract. No. vii. which was written forty 
years anterior, is sufficient to prove, that the hand-- 
icriting of the Letters of Junius is that of Sir P. 
Fmncis. 

The reader is now in possession of all the proofs 
relating to Junius, according to the order in 
which they presented themselves to the writer of 
these pages. Till the greater part of the work was 
printed, he was ignorant of the collateral testi- 
mony of the Speeches of Lord Chatham : and it 
was completed, before he knew whether the test 
of the hand-writing wonld be favourable or other- 
wise. ' But from this source alone a series of facts 
have been derived, which carry absolute conviction 
with them : and it now appears, that as our for- 
<ner investigation proved Sir P. Francis to be the 
Author of JuNius^s Letters, so the present makes 
it clear that none but he was concerned in support- 
ing the character. Thus in various ways, each 
effective in itself, and all of them together irresis- 
tible, the truth of our conjecture is established* 

Many important additions might be made to 
ibe historical and critical part Af our argument^ 
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two or three of which we shall briefly mentiotf ^ 
for the satisfaction of those' who may desire to 
carry their inquiries farther. 

It has been remarked^ that the year 1 770 wa» 
more interesting than any other to Junius* His 
hopes of such a change in administration, as should 
introduce Mn George Grenville and Lord Chat- 
ham into power^ were at the height; and tliere 
never was a time when they could be entertained 
with more reason. To the speeches of Lord 
Chatham at the commencement of the session^ 
the whole nation, and Junius in particular, look-* 
ed with extreme earnestness for an augury of sue* 
cess on the part of the opposition. These speeches 
were reported, as we have seen, by Sir Philip 
Francis. — But this was not all^ His lordship^s next 
recorded speech, a very short one^ was delivered 
on the 2d of February, and the report of it, which 
Almon took from the London Museum, is from 
internal evidence the work of Junius.— The next, 
which is also briefly given, occurrexl in the debate 
of March 2d, and it is shewn to be from the pen 
of Junius by the following letter, which accompa- 
nied it when 6rst inserted in the Public Advertiser of 
March 5, though, of course, omitted by Almon. 
*^ Sir, I had the good fortune, last Friday, to be in 
company with two noble peers who have not been 
accustomed lately to meet often in private. As the 
subject of their ca/vocrsatim was curious, and worth 
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th^ attention of your readers^ I send yon that part 
of it which 1 can recollect^ and very nearly in thelt 
own words. I am, sir, yonr humble servant, IN- 
VISIBLE.'* Comparing this letter with the note 
prefixed to Burke's speech, by Junius^ on the 5th 
December, 1767*^ and with the introductory para- 
graph to another sketch by him, on the 19th of 
November, 1770, " Sir, A few days ago I was in 
a large public company^ where there happened some 
curious conversation'^,'^ we at once perceive that the 
report which follows may be justly attributed to 
Junius. It then opens in these words : 

*' Lard Chatham. The house of Savoy has pro- 
duced a race of iiluslrions princes ; notwithstand- 
ing which, it must be confessed that the court of 
Turin sold you to the court of France in the last 
peace.** 

After this sentence, the reports in the Public 
Advertiser, and Ibe London Museum, into which 
it was copied, agree word for word with the de- 
bate as it is given by Almon ; but, instead of the 
above four lines, Ahmn has inserted more than a 
page and a half of the speech of Lord Chatham, 
not to be found printed in any other work ; and the 
reporter has introduced, in the course of it, the 
stibstance of the above in an emphatic manner, 
marking it with italics and small capitals, as if it 

• Junius^ ii. 498. f Junius, ii. 278. 

C C 
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were, what it certainly was, the essence of that 
part of the speech — that portion which he took 
down in his notes — and which his recollection af- 
terwards enabled him to extend to twelve times 
the original length. ^' Then raising bis voice, he 
asserted in a manly and dignified tone, That this 
country was sold at the late peace^ that we were 
SOLD by the court of Turin to the court of France ; 
what more persons were concerned he wonld not 
at present state; but what he had stated was an 
indisputable fact*." 

The question, who furnished Almon, in 1 79% 
with this extended account of the debate on March 
2, 1770? admits but of one answer, when it is 
considered that from Sir Philip Francis were 
received the two full reports precaUngy and one, 
still longer, immediately foUcfwing this. His anxiety 
for the success of Lord Chatham*s appeak 
prompted him to the undertaldng, vnd he had tm 
cofnpetitor. In the circumstance therefore of thia 
extended report^ we find an additional aigument of 
Sir Philip's identity with Junius. 

The session closed on the 19th of May, and 
the prorogation continued to November the 1 3th, 
1770. In the mean time Junius was not idle. 
On June 16^ under the signature of Ludus, the 

* Almon's Anecdotes, iL 144. 
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uame which he assamed in bis attadc oil ministert 
for their conduct to Sir Jeffery Amherst, he gare 
the first authentic information of the seizure of 
Falldfmd Island. On Jnne 19 y and again on July S, 
he alludes to it in a spirited manner imder die 
same signature. On October I, commenting on 
the aflbir of Falkland Island, he strongly pleads 
tor Lord Chatham's appointment to conduct the 
expected war. On the 8th he makes the subject 
of Falkland Island matter of complaint and re- 
proach to ministers. On the 12th of November 
he sent Woodfall the first Letter to Lord Mans- 
field, which, '^ though begun within these few 
days, has been very greatly laboured.*' It was in* 
tended to detach his lordship altogether from the 
support of an administration, which without him 
must have fallen to the ground. Junius designed 
it to appear on the first day of the sessiim, to as- 
sist and encourage the attack which was to be 
made on the ministry that CTening. ^ This paper 
[he writes privately to Woodfall] should prcperly 
haoe appeared tthmorrow, but I could not compass 
it, so let it be announced to^morrow^ and printed 
Wednesday.** 

Sir Philip Francis was at this very time 
equally intierested and equally industrious. He was 
in the House of Lords on the S2d of November, 
taking notes of the great debate respecting Falk- 
land Island. The speech of Lord Chathas^ on 

c c 2 
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that occasioo is most elaborately reported by him^ 
according to Wright's Parliamentary History^ for 
1770, where this speech is inserted, with a note 
by the editor acknowledging, in the same terms aa 
before, to whom he was indebted for it Bat this 
was not the first time of its appearing in prints 
Almon was also provided with the same report, 
by Sir PuiUP Francis as it now appears, 
though his name was then studiously concealed : for 
what pm*pose it is not difficult to say. The sub<^ 
ject was well known to have been treated of by Ju- 
nius ; and he might justly fear that if the debate 
should be traced to him, the secret of his identity 
with that writer would be discovered. To what 
else can we attribute so mysterious a silence on 
the part of Almon, who, though he never di- 
rectly mentions him*', does not even hint this 
time at the person from whom the report was 
derived: yet it is longer, and not less ably written, 
than either of those which led him to alhide to the 
author in a distant manner. The whole debate 
occupies thirty-seven pages of the second volume 
of the Anecdotes, thirty of which are taken up 
with Lord Chatham's speech alone. Of its en- 
ergy, and its correspondence with the style and 
sentiments of Junius, I can give the reader no 

* In his preface he returna thanks to several gentlemen, hy name, 
to whom he was infinitely less obliged, but there is not a word about 
Sir Philip Francis. 
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idea, wltbout making such copions extracts as 
would not be justified in this stage of oar argument. 
Let it suffice to say, that it affords additional evi* 
dence of the same kind as that which is contained 
in the former speeches ; and that the pen^ even 
(rf* JuxiuSi was worthily employed on it. 

In a note to this speech^ Sir Philip displays, 
by way of contrast, the firmness and foresight of 
Mr. George Grenville^ on the occasion of the 
seizure of Turk's Island by the French ; and in the 
speech itself he points a reproach at another emi- 
nent character, not quite so great a favourite with 
Junius. ^' There are other men, my lords, [look^ 
ing sternly at Lord Mansfield] who, to speak tenderly 
of them, were not quite so forward in the demon- 
strations of their zeal to the reigning family, ftc*." 
Junius makes the same charge against his lord- 
ship. ^ This man was always a rank Jacobite. 
Lord Ravenaworth produced the most satisfactory 
evidence of his having fireqoently drank the Pre^ 
tender's healA upon his knees." (iir 160.) 

Almon's report of the debate on Falkland 
Island is followed by some observations on the 
double cabinet {" one official the other efficierrt**) 
which at that time gave great offence, and much 
embarrassed public business ; and in a note to thi^. 

* Ahnoa*s Anecdotes of Loid Chatham, ii. sOO. 
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accoant we find embodied a great part of due of 
JuNios*8 Letters, published under the signature of 
Domitian. {Vide the whole Letter in Junius, iii. 
S14.) In this note the original is much garbled. 
It is qaalified and corrected in a way which woold 
not have been thought of, or ventured upon, by 
any person but the author, solicitous to retnove 
from it such names and allusions, as would others- 
wise tend to prove its sympathy with the direct 
Letters of Junius. The signature is omitted, and 
the latter part of the letter, which relates to the 
affiar of Falkland Island, in regard to which the 
rest miiy be considered merely introductory, is 
quite suppressed. The subject^ and the time and 
place in which it is revived to form a note, anmect 
it with the speech, and consequently with Sir P. 
F&ANCls; and on the other hand, it is brought 
home to Junius, for he (nUhenticates the Letters of 
Domitian in one ofhisprioate ncies to fFow^atty and 
^u that ground they were inserted in the late coU 
lection of his writings* — ^The extract from this 
letter does not constitute the whole of the note. 
It is accompanied with some original remarks on 
^^ another prominent trait in the character of the 
British government," — the systetn of a secret 
cabinet under the denomination of the ^* kin^s 
/fiends, who promulgated, in language quite uo^ 
reserved, that his Migesty was his awn minister* 
The best comment upon this text is, the diminu- 



I 
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tion of tbe British empire in consequence ofrike 
war with America. It was to this system that 
Lord Chatham alluded in his speech on the 8d dajf 
of Marchf 1770." Here is another indication of 
that intermixtnre of character which has been de^ 
veloped in the former part of the note. The writer 
of the aboTC appears to be Sir Philip Francis, 
and he refers to that speech of the Sd of March, 
as if he had himself furnished the report of it. 
We had before determined that it must have been 
sent to Almon by him, on account of that amplifi- 
cation of it which appears, for the first time, in 
Almon's report. Now, as the former part of 
the above-mentioned note is composed of Junius*8 
Letter under the name of Domiiiany and as the 
original copy of the speech on March 2d is, by 
the introductory Letter, proved to have been sent 
by Junius to the Public Advertiser, the identity of 
Junius with Sir Philip Francis is again made 
evident. 

But the dispute respecting Falkland Island was 
not yet settled. The Public Advertiser of Decern* 
her 1 1 , contains the following paragraph : ^ It is 
talked that the debates are to be renewed very 
soon in the upper assembly, for having all papers 
respecting the diflerences with Spain, previous to 
the negodation now on foot, submitted to their in- 
spection.** And Junius, on January 30, 1771> 
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commences a letter respecting Falkland Island, ia 
which he attacks that interior cabinet which Sir 
Philip Francis, with reference to the same sub* 
ject, speaks of in the note already mentioned, by 
the appellation of *' the king's friends^ ^ Junius 
saysi '* If we recollect in what mani^r the king's 
friends have been constantly employed, we shall 
bave no reason to be surprised at any condition of 
disgrace to which the once respected name of £iw 
glishmen may be degraded ^r He then goes on 
to give a statement of the whole proceeding in the 
case of the seizure, and the subsequent behaviour 
of the English and Spanish governments, cosiclnd* 
ing with a severe examination aiid exposure of 
several passages in the king*s speech on November 
1 d> 1 770. This was the letter which Dr. Johnson 
was employed to answer. — ^Thenext firom Junius^ 
dated February 6, 177], is on the same subject^ 
and contains another allusion to the ^^ secret system 
in the closet.** It was published the day after the 
discussion in the House of Lfords, on the conduct 
of ministers in the negociation relative to Falkland 
Island, on which occasicm Junius took, as we 
have seeUi such extreme pains to procure free ad- 
mission to the debates. (Vide Junius, i. '^2170 
His motive may he guessed at, but it is further .il- 
lustrated by a paragraph which appeared in the 

* Almon*f AoeodoCes^ iL 21^ f Joyius^ U* 188» 
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Public Advertiser of Febmary K " Lord Chat- 
ham^ it is said^ has by some mciins obtained an 
authentic copy of every single paper that passed 
between Great Britain and Spain in a late negoci* 
atipn, and intends^ it is said, to compare what he 
has, with what may be delivered in as the whole of 
that i^orrespondence by the ministry, whence it is 
a}^rchended some important discovery will be 
made." Whether any notes were taken of this de- 
bate is uncertain. No account of it has been 
published. But from the anxiety of Ju^ivs to be 
present^ we should infer that the opportunity was 
not lost; and from the care Sir Philip Francis 
took to preserve notes of a former discussion oh 
tJie same subject^ we have the best reason to think 
that he is not unfurnished with materials for the 
present. — This, at least, is certain, — that on a 
great political question which Junius vigorously 
engaged in, and was earnestly desirous to hear 
discussed, the only debate on record is most exten- 
sively and ably reported by Sir Philip Francis. 

On the 11th of December Lord Chatham 
xnade a motion relative to the law of libel. The 
debate which ensued is briefly but spiritedly 
sketched by Junius, in the Miscellaneous Letters 
on the 13th,, 14th, and 17th of December, 1770. 
He has incerporated a copsideraUe part of it, as 
Ilia oi^^ iq tl)e laat of these letters.; and he has 
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also introduced it in the notes to his preface. A» 
this has been observed upon before, (Vide Hie 
Identity^ p. 132) I shall detain the reader no 
longer than to remark, that Almon*s report of this 
part of the speech, in differing now and then from 
the two reports by Junius, as these again vary m 
expression from each other, affords another due 
to 6nd the author. The person who made tibe 
verbal alterations when the speech was ofiered a 
second time to the public, would be very likely 
to take just the same course the third time, in the 
copy which he gave to Almon. 

Throughout all these transactions relative to 
the debates in which Lord Chatham, for the 
space of two whole sessions, made his greatest 
efforts for the removal of Ministers, we perceive 
Sir Philip Francis and Junius interested in the 
same events, occupied in the same actions, and 
mingling their feelings together in one cause, yet 
neither of them at any moment clashing with the 
other, so as to present the idea of two persons,— 
neither of them repeating what had been done or 
recorded by the other, yet both together framing 
a complex but orderly tissue of circumstances, 
complete but not superfluous when united, though 
separately consisting of parts unconnected, and 
springing from no system. The longer of tliese 
speeches are all positively traced to Sir Philip; 
the shorter are as certainly assignable to Junius : 
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yet there is nothing in any of them exclnBively ap* 
propriate to either ; for Sir Philip shews that he 
had a hand in the latter, and Junius partly owes 
his discovery to the extraordinary indications of 
his participation in the former. In a word, one 
person was plainly and undeniably the reporter of 
the whole; and that person is Sir P. Francis, 
the same who, by other eyidaice, stands identified 
Junius. 



Almon, in many other parts of the Anecdote85 
appears to have received the assistance of Sir 
Philip, and particularly in all the details respect-- 
n^ the peace of 1763. The pnblic documents by 
which they are illnstrated, and which occupy 
nearly half a volume, are no doubt those referred 
to, in the following extract of a speech delivered 
by Sir P. Francis on the 2i>th February, 1792: 
^^ On what principle did he [Lord Chatham] 
consent to enter into a negociation in the year 
1761, with Monsieur Bussy ? was it on the ground 
of a status quo f would he have sufiered such a 
preliminary to be stated to him ? No : / c^hm, 
with knawkdge^ that he would have rejected it with 
soom. The principle of that negociation was an 
tdi possidetis. We were to keep all our conquests, 
unless the contracting parties should agree upon 
exchanges for their mutual convenience. 1 at^ 
faded those conferences. Ifte documents are m print. 
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Bat I have other evidence, if pmsible^ more ki 
point, and drawn from the same authority. The 
anecdote I allnde to is of a public natnre, and 
must appear in th^ records of the Secretary of Statds 
office. When the court of Spain interposed, ^nd 
eudeavoured to seduce as to terms advantageons 
to France, what was the answer of Lord Chat-* 
MAM to the Spanish ambassador, I think it was 
the Conde de Fuentes } lam sure of the substance^ 
I could almost answer for the words : '* What, shall 
the Court of Versailles, the common disturber of 
the peace df Europe, perpetually profit by her ac- 
quisitions ; but when the ev^its of war have been 
against her, is she to be re-instated without loss ^ 
is she to sufier nothing from defeat ?" — According 
to another Report, '' Mr. Francis said, h€ penned 
the anmer of Lord Chatham^ as he did mmiy of his 
dictating^ 

The field this opens for inquiry is too exten- 
sive to be entered on in this place. Those who 
are acquainted with the numerous and extraordi-*- 
nary allusions which JuKius makes to {he uego- 
ciations and transactions of that period^ in his 
Letter to the Duke of Bedford^ and in other parts 
9f his writings, will not require to be told, that 
our argument might be powerfully supported by. 
some of the particulars in thit declaration. 

With peculiar happiness of adaptation, the 
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present cane applies even to circnmstances, which, 
with a strong degree of probability originally in 
their favour, have been raised into consequence 
by the frequent mention which is made of them, 
and the general impression of their realfty. First, 
— Sir P. Francis is the only person now Ivoing to 
whom the Letters of Junius have been attributed, 
and yet it is currently believed that whoever was 
the author, he is not yet dead. No papers have 
hitherto been produced, from the port-folio of any 
deceased author or politician, which could throw 
light on the subject. Tlie original copies of the 
Letters, which appear to have been returned to the 
author as soon as they were done with, and which 
caused so many packets to be left for him at the 
different coffee-houses, are still probably in his own 
possession, for they have never again been heard 
of. No similar hand- writing has been laid before 
the public: nor have the two books, bound in 
vellum, fallen into other hands, as far as we know, 
than those of their first possessor ; though the mo- 
tive for having them so distinguished by the binding 
was, doubtless, that by their means, at some dis- 
tant period, and probably after his death, the 
honour of having written the work should be re- 
claimed for the real author, in opposition to pre- 
tensions made on the part of others. 

Secondly — ^We have before stated our convie* 
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tion th^t Junius, like l^r P. Frakcis, bad no 
perBooal acquaintaiioe with Mr. George GrenviUe^ 
though some have imagined that Junius wias aot 
only well known to that minister, Wt secmdy eii'* 
conraged By him in writing the letters. — This sup- 
position is, howey^, disproved by tbe fact, that 
there is preserved at Stowe a private nnpiMiidied 
letter, written by Junius to Mr. G. GrenviUe, 
wherein he desires him to refrain from making any 
attempt to discover the author, as it might do 
hann, bnt could produce no satisfactory result; 
adding, that in proper time he would dediure him- 
self. The tenor of this lettar confirms the deck* 
raticm of Junius, that he was personally unknown 
to Mr. Grenville, and completely refutes the idea, 
that Charles Lloyd, the private secretary of Mr. 
Grenville, or that any other person at the instiga- 
tion of the latter, wrote the work ; but on the part 
of Sir P. Francis, the whole proceeding appears 
rational and consistent, and the declaration per- 
fectly true. 

The third and last presumptive coincidence 
which we shall at present notice, is by far the most 
curious of any. — It is commonly reported and be- 
lieved, that the King, the late Lord North, and the 
present Lord Grenville, were at some time or other 
made acquainted with the real name of Junius. 
According to the following anecdote in Wraxall*s 
Memoirs, v. 1 . p. 455, the King acquired this know- 
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ledg^ in the year 1772. *^ I have beea assured 
that the King riding out in the year 177S> aocom- 
panied by General Desagoliers, said to him in oon- 
Tersation, ' We know who Junius is, and he will 
write no more.'' The G^ieral, who was too good a 
courtier to congratulate upon sndi a piece of intel- 
lig^ace, ocmtented himself with bowing, and the 
discourse proceeded no farther. Mrs. Shuttleworth, 
who was General Desaguliers* daughter, bdiered 
ia the accuracy of this fact." As the report of such 
a discovery having been made is now very generally 
eredited, we may admit the evidence of this anec- 
dote in deciding at what period it took place. The 
date assigned is the more entitled to notice, as at 
that time Lord North was prime minister, and in 
that capacity he woold most likely become ac- 
quainted with the secret. By parity of reasoning 
it is also probable, that Lord Grenville acquired 
his information at the time he held a similar situa- 
tion : indeed, without this, it is not easy to conceive 
how Lord North and Lord GrenviUe should pos- 
sess an opportunity of gaining that intelligence, 
which was denied to others in their sphere. 

On the basis of our conjecture, all these par- 
ticulars have a distinct and rational ground of in- 
sertion. Admitting it possible diat Sir Philip 
was known to be Junius in the year 1772, we at 
once find a reason for the odierwise inapplicable 
event of his appointment, at that very time, to 
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India» It certainly was strange that Lord Barring' 
ton, with whom he is represented to have had a 
qaarrel, and from whom he could not obtain the 
^Bext step of promotion in the War-office, though 
k was justly due to him, should in the same year^ 
and while Sir Philip was abroad, recommend him 
so *^ honourably and generously** to Lord North, 
as to procure for him the rank of a sovejreign in 
India; it was unaccountable that the dismissed 
derk, who could not retain a salary of 400/. a 
year, should all at once be raised to one of 10,000/. 
But conceive him to be Junius, and every thing 
is explained—Perhaps Lonl Barringtoa first per- 
oeived the truth, in the hints which were thrown 
out so unguardedly by Veteran, and being one of 
&e coterie called the King's friends, he may have 
communicated his surmises to his Majesty, and 
proposed this honourable mode of banishing the 
offender. But by whatever means it may have 
reached the ear of the King, by this disclosure the 
royal assent was probably obtained. — ^Lord North 
would then very reasonably demand to know for 
what services he was to advance Mr. Francis so 
much above his former rank. His privity was 
therefore unavoidable. — ^As for Lord Grenville, if 
ever he proposed Sur P. Francis to the King, to 
fill any place or receive any honour, and if such 
proposal did not altogether meet the wishes of his 
Majesty, it is possible diat the secret concerning 
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Junius would be stated in confidence as the sole 
cause of the demur. This is mere guessing, but it 
does riot require much ingenuity to conceive under 
what circumstances such a communication would be 
almost irresistibly called for, — ^The subject would 
bear further elucidation, but the writer is desirous 
to restrict his argument to those public documents 
and recorded facts which are open to all> and to 
which it is no breach of delicacy in him to advert. 

It is hardly necessary to mention, after what 
has been, adduced, that in all his researches, the 
writer has never met with one fact, one thought , one 
wordy which in the slightest degree impeded the course 
of his demonstration. This is a negative criterion 
of the truth, but of no small value after so extensive 
a survey, and it properly crowns the whole pile of 
evidence. 

Sir Philip Francis must be content to share 
the lot of all those who have the causam celebritatis 
to boast of: in hunc oculi omnium coiyiciuntur^ atque 
in eum^ quid agat, quemadmodum vivat, inquiritur; 
et tanquam in clarissimd luce versetur, ita nullum 
obscurum potest nee dictum ejus esse nee factum. It 
is said that he is angry at the charge : that would 
be folly. Events, over which no one had control, 
paved the way for the discovery ; and a person 
who had never seen him, or his hand-writing, or 

D D 
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had a word of intelligenoe from any one ooncan* 
ing him» became the imiocent herald of it. Can 
there be a stnxiger proof of the impossibility of 
farther conceahnent ? Let him then console him^- 
self with the thought that he has kept his secret as 
far as it depended on himself. It was calculated 
to last out a long life^ bat he has happily oatlived 
it. Now^ having ably and consistently performed 
his part^ he appears m his natural character before 
the cartain drops, and will retire amid the plaudits 
of an admiring people. 



THE END. 



T. Milkt, Prhuer, 5, NobU Street, Che^mde. 
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The fothming Ust contains the titles of some of Sir 
Philip Frondes Publications, but it is admitted to be 
very incomplete. It is inserted for the use and infor- 
motion of those persons who may desire to extend their 
inquiries beyond the present volume. 



1. Original Minutes of the Govemor-GeDenl and Council of 
Fort William, on the Settlement and Collection of the Revenues of 
Bengal : with a plan of Settlement, recommended to the Court of 
Directors in January, 1776.— 4to. 1782. 

%* JhiaPUn ofSMmaU is thss meoUoned by Mr. Burke, in a letter 
to his aun, dated Not. 1777.—" 1 doo't know that I erer read 
any state paper drawn with more ability, and indeed I have 
seldom read a paper of any kind with more pleasiire.''-^Bu«etfi 
L j^ ef Burke.) 

2. Letter to Lord North, late Earl of Guildford. With an Ap- 
pendix. Dated Calcutta, I7th Sept 177?.— S^o. 

8. Speech in the House of Commons, on Friday, July 9, 1784, 
on India Af&ir* — i5vo. 1784. 

4. Two Speeches in the House of Commons, on the ori^nal 
East India Bill, and on the Amended Bill, on the l6th and S6th of 
July, 1784.— 8vo. 

6. Speech in the House of Commons, on Tuesday, March 7, 
1786, on moving for leave to bring in a Bill to amend the India Act 
of 1784. — 8vo. 

6. Observations on Mr. Hastings' Narrative of his Transactions 
at Benares, in 1781. — 8vo. 1786. 

7. Observations on Mr. Hastings* Letter relative to Presents. — 8vo. 

8. Observations on Mr. Hastings' Defence^ — 8vo. 

9. Speech in the House of Commons, on the 19th of April, 1787i 
for the Impeachment of Mr. Hastings on the Revenue Chaigc.'— 
With an Appendix. — 8vo. 1787- 

10. Answer of Philip Francis, £sq. to the Chaige against Sir J. 
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Clayering, Col. Geoige Monson, and Mr. Francb, at the Bar of the 
House of Commons, on February 4, 1788, by Sir Hitjah Impey. — 
8vo. 1788. 

11. Speeches in the House of Commons, 88th February and 2d 
March, I79I1 printed in '' Proceedings in Parliament relative to the 
Origin and Progress of the War in India, 8cc."— gvo. 1792. 

12. Heads of a Speech in reply to Mr. Dundas, April 83, 1793, 
on the Govemment and Trade of India. 

13. Draught of a Resolution and Plan, intended to be proposed 
to the Society of the Friends of the People, drawn up in the Autumn 
of 17^» and laid before the Society on the 8th of March, 1794. 

14. Speech in Answer to Mr. Sylvester I>ou^a8, 1796. 

15. Proceedings in the House of Commons on the Slave Trade, 
and State of the Negroes in the West India Islands, with an Ap- 
pendix [including Speeches on April 18, 1791x March 15, and April 
H, 1796].— 8 vo. 1796. 

16. The Question as it stood in March, 1798.— 8vo. 1798. 

17. Speech on the Affairs of India, July I9, 1 803. 

18. Speeches in the House of Commons, on the War against the 
Mahrattas.-— 8vo. 1805. 

19. Speech against the Exemption of Foreign Property in the 
Funds from the Duty on lucome. — 8vo. 1806. 

20. Letter to Viscount Howick, on the State of the East India 
Company, 1807. 

21. Reflections on the Abundance of Paper in Circulation 

1810. 

22. Letter to Earl Grey.— 8vo. 1814. 

23. Letter Missive to Lord Holland. — I8I6. 

24. Plan of a Reform in the Election of the House of Commons 
adopted by the Society of the Friends of the People, in 1795 : with 
a new Introduction and other Documents. 

I 

Many other of his corrected Speeches, besides the above, may be 
seen in Debrett's Parliamentary Debates, and Wright's Parliamentary 
History. The latter also contains Sir Philip's Reports of Lord Chat- 
.ham*s Speeches in the year 1770. 
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